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To CorrEesronpEents.— Ail letters intended for publica- 
tion in the “ Solicitors’. Journal” must be authen- 
ticated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
undertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 








Encuisu supers, in the more recent cases, have looked 
with some jealousy upon the evidence of experts 
upon questions of foreign law. One of the leading 
authorities on the subject is 7'he Sussex Peerage case (11 
©. & F, 85), where the House of Lords permitted the 
late Cardinal Wiseman, as a Roman Catholic bishop and 
coadjutor to a vicar apostolic in this country, to give 
evidence as to the matrimonial law of Rome. Lord 
Langdale based his decision on this ground :—“He 
is engaged in the performance of responsible public 
duties, and connected with them; and in order to dis- 

them properly he is bound to make himself 
acquainted with this subject of the law of marriage. 
re being so, his evidence is of the nature of that of 

& judge.” In Van Donckt v. Thelluson (8 OC. B. 
812) the Court of Common Pleas allowed the law of 

um as to a promissory note payable in that 
Seuntry to be proved by a London hotel keeper, who 
was a native of Belgium, and had formerly carried 
n business at Brussels as a merchant and stock- 
» Mr. Justice Maule observed: “ Applying one’s 
nen. sense to the matter, why should not persons 
may reasonably be supposed to be acquainted with 

the subject (though they have not filled any official 








appointment, such as judge, or advocate, or solicitor) 
be deemed competent to speak upon it? . . .. Ail 
persons, I think, who practise a business or profession 
which requires them to possess a certain knowledge of 
the matter in hand, are experts, so far as expertness is 
required.” On theother hand, in Bristow v. 

(5 Ex. 275), the Court of Exchequer refused to allow the 
law of Prussia as to a question of stamp duty to be 
proved by a witness who had merely studied that 
law at the University at Leipsic. Mr. Baron Alderson 
inquired why, if the evidence were admissible, 
“may not a Frenchman, who has read books relating 
to Chinese law, prove what the law of China is.” 
This decision was followed not long ago by Sir James 
Hannen (Jn the Goods of Bonelli, 24 W. R. 255, L. R. 
1P. D. 69), who refused to decide a question of the 
testamentary law of Italy upon the affidavit of a 
gentleman who described himself as a “‘ certified special 
pleader” and “ familiar with Jtalian law,” there being 
nothing to show that his familiarity with the Italian law 
was obtained otherwise than by studying it in this 
country. And the same judge gave a similar decision 
last week in Cartwright vy. Cartwright and Anderson, 
an undefended divorce suit, the marriage between the 
parties having been celebrated at Montreal. In order 
to prove the validity of the marriage according to the 
law of Canada, the counsel for the petitioner called Mr. 
Bompas, Q.C., who deposed that he was familiar with 
Canadian law, having practised for many years in 
Canadian appeals before the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, which is the final Court of Appeal for the 
Dominion of Canada. Sir J. Hannen declined to admit 
Mr. Bompas’s evidence or to hold that an English barris- 
ter, by practising before the Privy Council, becomes an 
expert as to any system of law in respect of which the 
Privy Council may be the final Court of Appeal. 





AN PorTANT cHANGE in the law of extradition 
is recommended in the report of the Royal Commis- 
sion on this subject, of which a résumé was given in 
the Times of Thursday. Although in De Tourville’s 
case a naturalized British subject was surrendered, the 
predominance of opinion and practice has been against 
the extradition of subjects. Mr. Friett, indeed, in his 
evidence before the Extradition Commission of 1868, is 
reported to have said that “‘up to the present no 
Government has been found that has delivered up its 
nationals” ; but it would probably be more accurate to 
say that while Continental States have uniformly resisted 
the extradition of subjects, England and America have 
not acted with equal uniformity. Mr. Hammond 
before the Extradition Commission of 1868 a hope that 
the result of the deliberations of the commission would 
be that a provision exempting fugitive subjects from the 
operation of extradition treaties would be inserted in 
any engagement we might make with any foreign 
Power for extradition ; and this course has, we believe, 
been followed in all, or nearly all, the extradition 
treaties subsequently made by this country. In 
Tivnan's case (12 W. R. 851), however, Cockburn, CW., 
observed upon the difficulty which would be occasioned 
by having to try a British subject in this country 
for a crime committed abroad. And in the recent 
case of In re Wilson (26 W. R. 44), where it was held 
that under the Treaty with Switzerland, a subject of the 
United Kingdom, who had committed a crime in Switzer- 
land, and was fugitive in the United Kingdom, could not 
be surrendered to the Swiss Government, the same 
learned judge said that, “as chairman of a commission 
about to sit on the subject of extradition, he 
would take care that, if possible [the exception 
of subjects] should be removed. It was a serious 
thing that an Englishman who had committed 
an offence in a foreign country should escape, instead of 
being surrendered to be punished.” We may, perhaps, 
trace the result of this declaration in the important re- 
commendation of the recent commission that, “en the 
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whole, it is inexpedient that the State should make any 
distinction in this respect between its own subjects and 
foreigners; and stipulations to the contrary should be 
omitted from all Treaties.” The arguments on which 
this conclusion is based are briefly the following:—A 
person staying in a foreign country owes obedience to 
its laws in return for the protection which they afford 
him, and he should be in no different position if he has 
fled without than if he had remained within the jurisdic- 
tion of the laws he has violated. Extradition ought only 
to take place between nations which have mutual con- 
fidence in the impartial administration of justice by each 
other’s courts. Without such confidence we should not 
surrender even a foreigner; with it, we have no right to 
assume that the other State will break faith with us or 
will deal unjustly with one of our subjects. By refusing 
to deliver up our own subjects we allow criminals to 
escape unpunished. The expense and inconvenience of 
bringing the witnesses to the country of the accused 
would be very great; and taking their evidence in a 
written form would be a most unsatisfactory mode of 
procedure in criminal matters, and would be disadvan- 
tageous to the accused by affording him no opportunity 
for cross-examination or inquiry into the character of 
witnesses. We do not deny the weight of some of these 
reasons; but we demur to the broad statement that, 
by refusing to deliver up our own subjects, we allow 
criminals to escape unpunished. Of course our muni- 
cipal law extends to our citizens in any part of the 
world (24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 9); and, as to the 
practical difficulty of the costs of prosecutions here, we 
doubt whether in ordinary cases it would greatly exceed 
the combined cost of procuring extradition and of trial in 
the country where the crime was committed. It is to 
be observed, also, that the report does not allude 
to the difficulty discussed in the American case 
of Short, arising from the different estimation of crimes 
in different countries. 





We oxsErve with great regret that Mr. Registrar 
Spring-Rice has been profanely speculating on the legal 
results of the bankruptcy of a bishop. He is stated to 
have expressed an opinion that, in that event, the bishop’s 
chaplain, being a servant in the employ of the bishop, 
would have a right of preferential payment under 
the Bankruptcy Act. The mind refuses to follow 
the learned registrar into these unheard of specu- 
lations, and the only event we can venture even 
to contemplate as within the range of possibility is 
the decent liquidation of a colonial bishop, as to whom 
we are not clear whether a chaplain is a part of his 
establishment. As regards the question of whether a 
curate is a servant to the incumbent, the learned regis- 
trar, in deciding that the curate is not entitled to pre- 
ferential payment, may have overlooked the provision of 
the Constitution of Archbishop Winchelsea, which enjoins 
that curates ‘‘ shall also make oath that they will not 
injure the rectors or vicars, . . . butthat they will 
humbly obey them and give them due reverence.” It is 
true that this oath “is not of necessity, but only if 
the rector or vicar shall see cause, as if the curate shall 
show tokens of stubbornness or disobedience” ; but it 
goes to show that the relation of incumbent and vicar, 
besides being usually that of employer and employed, 
has this further resemblance to the case of a servant that 
the curate must obey the orders of the incumbent. 





Sm H. W. Perx’s ways are past finding out. If he 
is really inspired with a desire to draw forth suggestions 
for reform from persons familiar with the subject, why 
does he squander his money on advertisements in 
journals the readers of which have no interest in, or 
connection with, the legal profession? If he desires to 
secure the support of those members of the profession 
who earnestly wish to see the statue of the solicitor 
raised, why does he frame his advertisement so as 





to be offensive to the profession in general and 
London solicitors in particular? What can be the 
advantage of parading in lay journals the statement that. 
‘“‘A careful examination of the Law List, 1877, reveals 
the fact that seven per cent. of the 155 London solicitors 
under letter ‘D’ have, some once, some twice, figured 
discreditably in the Gazette?” The whole thing is be- 
coming a ridiculous farce, which it is to be feared, will 
put a stop to sensible and well directed effort in the 
direction indicated. 


Tue orrices of two of the Clerks of Records and Writs. 
are now vacant by the deaths of Mr. Ward and Mr, 
Grubb. The first-named of these estimable gentlemen 
had been in office in different capacities for over half a 
century, and the other had also enjoyed a considerable: 
tenure of office, to which latterly the lack of anxious 
duty may have conduced. A_ professional witness. 
before the Legal Departments Commission of 1873 is 
quoted in the second report as thus describing the 
duties of the office (to which a salary of £1,400 and 
£1,200 respectively is attached):—‘‘ The Record and 
Writ Clerk does nothing whatever; he sits in an 
inner room in the office, and takes a few affidavits. 
occasionally ; but a great part of his time is employed in 
reading the newspaper.” Without blaming the late 
holders of the offices, who would doubtless have done 
anything if there had been anything for them to do, we 
may express a hope that the recommendation of the com- 
mission will be adopted, and that no successors will be 
appointed to the late Clerks. 





RECITALS IN DEEDS TWENTY YEARS OLD. 


Tue decision of Malins, V.C., in Bolton v. School 
Board for London (26 W. R. 549, L. R., 7 Ch. D. 766) 
appears, from all we can learn, to have been 3 
decision of the kind to which judicious reporters 
turn a deaf ear. But the Law Reports having set 
the example of reporting the case, the general im- 
portance of the matter to which the decision relates 
compelled other reporters to follow suit, and so there has 
been spread among the profession a decision which will 
be hailed with delight by vendors with infirm titles, but, 
we should imagine, will be regarded with some dismay by 
purchasers, and perhaps also by the framers of the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874. 

In Bolton v. School Board for London the abstract 
commenced with a conveyance dated in 1853, and con- 
taining a recital that the then vendor was ‘‘ seised in fee 
simple in possession.”” The purchasers having called for 
a forty years’ title, the vendors replied that the recital in 
the deed of 1853 must, under rule} 2 of section 2 of the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, be taken to be sufficient evi- 
dence of the truth of the fact stated in such recital, ané 
that the purchasers were precluded from calling for any 
title anterior to the deed of 1853. The Vice-Chancellor, 
adopting this view, held that the recital, as a statement 
of fact in a deed twenty years old, relieved the vendors 
from the necessity of showing a forty years’ title. 

The result of the case is that, while section 1 of the 
Act provides that in contracts of sale of land after 1874 
and subject to special stipulation in the contract, “‘ forty 
years shall be substituted as the period of commencement 
of title which a purchaser may require in place of sixty 
years, the present period of such commencement,” yet 
wherever there is a recital or statement in a deed, instru- 
ment, or statutory declaration twenty years old that @ 
person was seised in fee of the property sold, the pur- 
chaser must primd facie accept this as the period of 
commencement of title. 

Now, in considering this decision, it is well to admit 
at once that there is a good deal to be said in its favour. 
First of all, we are not disposed to lay any stress on the 
argument urged for the purchaser that a recital of seisin 
is not s recital or statement within rule 2 of seetion 2. 
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Tt seems probable that, even if the recital was not a 
yecital of fact’’—as we think it is—it was, at least, 
“statement of a matter” within the words of rule 2. 

It must be admitted, also, that there is nothing in 

section 2 of the Vendor and Purchaser Act to limit the 
tion of the enactment to recitals or statements not 
inconsistent with a forty years’ title. And it may be 
that the construction of rule 2 of section 2, 
adopted by the Vice-Chancellor, is not in conflict with 
the provision of section 1. The Legislature, it may be 
said, may well have intended that as a general rule a 
forty years’ title shall be shown, subject to this excep- 
tion, that where one of the title deeds contains a recital 
that the then vendor was seised in fee, this deed shall be 
thecommencement of title. The Vice-Chancellor, impressed 
with this view, seems to have observed upon the profound 
tive wisdom which, knowing that at the time of a 
purchase the title is “ thoroughly investigated,” provided 
that such investigation shall do once for all. ‘*No 
doubt,” he said, “at the time of purchase the title was 
thoroughly investigated.” If we might venture to 
mggest a descent from this flight of imagination to 
the domain of fact, we should draw attention (1) to 
the circumstance that rule 2 is not confined to re- 
citals in deeds, but extends to statements in in- 
stuments or statutory declarations, which may be 
made upon occasions other than the transfer of 
or the investigation of title; and (2) to 
the fact that people not unfrequently knowingly take 
adefective title, so that the result of the wise provision of 
Parliament in these cases will be that, because A., for a 
ial reason wanting the property, agreed to waive 
objections to the title, B. is to be deprived of his right 
tohave laid before him a forty years’ title. 

To these reasons given above in favour of the view 
slopted by the Vice-Chancellor, there may be added the 
wight of the authority of the learned editors of the last 
tition of Davidson (vol. 2, pt. 1), who, in a footnote to 
the first precedent (p. 229), say that “in cases where it 
isthought advisable to secure prospectively the benefit 
of the provisions of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874, making recitals in deeds twenty years old evidence, 
the following form may be used as an addition to the 
text: —Whereas the said A. B. is seised in unincumbered 
fee simple in possession of the hereditaments hereinafter 
expressed to be hereby granted, &c.” 

There is thus some show of reason and authority 
in favour of a decision apparently arrived at with- 
out much consideration of either reason or authority. 
Nevertheless, we cannot say we are convinced that 
the construction adopted by the Vice-Chancellor is the 
tight one. In the first place, if rule 2 of section 2 
were intended even partially to override section 1, 
would not the latter section have not only expressly 
made its provisions ‘‘subject to any stipulation 
tothe contrary in the contract,” but also “subject to 
the provisions hereinafter contained”? In the next 
place, section 2 opens with the words “in the completion 
ofany such contract as aforesaid,” meaning the contract 
for sale of land, upon the completion of which forty years’ 
title may be required under section 1. Again, a state- 
nent in an instrument or statutory declaration is, under 
tule 2, on the same level as a recital ina deed. Can it 
have been intended that an owner shall sign an instru- 
ment or make a declaration stating nothing more than 
that he is seised in fee, and twenty years afterwards make 

the prima facie commencement of title ? 

But the main reason for thinking that the construc- 
tion adopted is not in accordance with the intention of 
the Act is the difficulty of supposing that the Legisla- 
ture can have intended by a side wind of this kind to 

uce a change of so great magnitude as the shorten- 

in a vast number of cases, of the title which can be 
Tequired. Can it have been intended, by the operation 
of sections 2 and 3, so to alter the old rule as to 
trustees as to enable trustees proposing to purchase 
% take only a twenty years’ title? Can it have 





been intended that purchasers at an aucticn shall 
be kept in ignorance of the length of title they are to 
have until they have actually entered into the contract 
and the abstract has been supplied? Yet these will 
apparently be the results of the construction of the 
Act adopted by the Vice-Chancellor. 





Rebhiews. 
THE ADVERTISEMENTS OF 1566. 


Dip Queen ELizaBETH TAKE OTHER ORDER IN THE 
ADVERTISEMENTS OF 1566? A tLeTrer To Lorp 
Sgizorne. By James Parker. James Parker & Co., 
Oxford and London. 1878. 


The above question has been much discussed of late 
years, because upon it mainly depended whether the 
vestments of Edwards VI.’s first prayer book, chasubles, 
albs, &c., might be lawfully used in the Church of 
England. According to the 1 Eliz. c. 2, s. 25, these 
were to be retained and to be in use until other order 
should be taken by the Queen with the advice of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners or the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. The Judicial Committee have twice, first 
in the Purchas case, and again last year in the 
Folkestone case (Ridsdale v. Clifton), decided that the 
advertisements were a taking of other order, and Lord 
Selborne, in some ‘‘ Notes on Liturgical Questions” 
(Murray, 1877), has adduced a considerable number of 
additional arguments and authorities in support of the 
same view. Mr. Parker, whose pamphlet is in forma 
reply to Lord Selborne, though he also criticizes the 
judgment of the Judicial. Committee, upholds the 
opposite view, viz., that the advertisements were not a 
taking of further order by the Queen. 

Mr. Parker is well known for his antiquarian researches 
upon other subjects, and also for two useful volumes 
which he published last year, illustrating the successive 
revisions of the prayer book by well arranged and 
carefully printed reprints of the different rubrics and 
prayers actually adopted or proposed. As might be 
expected, Mr. Parker is strong upon all questions 
connected with MSS. and old printed books, but he is 
deficient in another qualification, at least as important 
for his present subject, viz., acquaintance with legal 
principles and legal language. For instance (p. 46), he 
is thoroughly puzzled by the Judicial Committee saying 
in the Ridsdale judgment :—“ They [the advertisements] 
could only be against no law of the realm, if they were 
issued by the Queen’s authority.” He says, “It is 
argued that Queen Elizabeth took other order than the 
law of the realm (1 Eliz. c. 2, s. 25) in these very 
advertisements in which Queen Elizabeth so distinctly 
states she has inserted nothing against the law of the 
realm. How can it be so?” Mr. Parker does not 
understand that if the advertisements were a valid 
taking of other order they would become themselves 
the law of the realm, superseding the first part of the 
1 Eliz. c. 2. s. 25. Again, when discussing (p. 51) 
whether Elizabeth authorized the issuing of the ad- 
vertisements, he omits from the archbishop’s state- 
ment that the Queen had charged him and the 
Bishop of London to see her laws executed, the 
further words “and good orders decreed and ob- 
served,” although manifestly they are the only words 
applicable to the making of new orders, and 
although the Judicial Committee had directed 
attention to them by italicising “decreed.” Similarly, 
when Mr. Parker finds that one clause of the advertise- 
ments—that as to revoking licences—was expressly 
limited to the province of Canterbury, instead of in- 
ferring, as any one accustomed to legal instruments 
would do, that this limitation had been inserted to alter 
what would otherwise be the effect of the clause, he 
regards it as a proof that all the advertisements were 
intended to be limited to the province of Canterbury. 
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General Currespun Bence. 
THE BILLS OF SALE ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 


Sir,—If you will allow me a few lines more on the 
proposed Bills of Sale Act, it will not be to follow Mr. 
Johnson’s letter in detail. 

Since the old law that once a fixture was always a 
fixture, the privilege has grown up that fixtures put up 
for the purposes of trade are removable, and itisa 
natural sequence that trade machinery, though fixed, is 
regarded as the removable property of a tenant. 

I am quite content to leave the poljcy of the proposed 
Bills of Sale Act on the issues which have been raised, 
viz. :— 

Whether, as you put it, credit is or is not given to a 
trader on the strength of the working machinery of 
which he is in the seeming ownership, notwithstanding 
that a portion of it may be fixed ? 

Whether it is or is not desirable that creditors should 
have the means of distinguishing between those traders 
who invest their own capital in working machinery, and 
those whose machinery is provided by borrowed capital ? 
and whether this consideration does or does not outweigh 
the consequent diminution of a manufacturer’s power of 
borrowing ? 

Whether the recent decisions do or do not leave the 
state of the law so ambiguous as to call for legislative 
enactment ? 

The repeated contests about trade fixtures show how 
strong the feeling is in favour of the affirmative of the 
first issue. ; 

In my own district (Lancashire) I can certainly state 
that the number of spindles which a cotton spinner runs, 
or the number of looms which a cotton manufacturer 
‘works, form the test of his credit, and that it is felt to 
be unfair for him to be able secretly to divest himself of 
them. 

Moreover, the advantage to the mortgagee is not so 
great as at first sight appears. The machinery for some 
of the preparative or intermediate processes does not 
happen to be fixed, and therefore a mortgagee of fixed 
machinery has not the complete machinery of a mill or 
manufactory in his security. 

If it should occasionally happen, as Mr. Johnson sug- 
gests, that in consequence of a mortgage being required 
to be registered, a mortgagee should insist on loose ma- 
chinery being included, I hold this to be less against the 
interest of the creditors than that they should be unable 
to discover whether the other machinery is mortgaged or 
not, 


On the last point I submit that a comparison of the 
reasoning on the decisions in the cases of Begbie v. Fen- 
wick, Hawtry v. Butlin, and Ex parte Dalgleish, re Wild, 
with that in Ex parte Barclay, re Joyce, shows that the 
latter is not to be depended upon. 


Manchester, June 11. M. Barzson Woop. 





CONTINGENT REMAINDERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I am encouraged by that respect for the great 
authority on this subject und his distinguished editor, 
with which (I know not why) Mr. Joshua Williams will 
not credit me, to address to you some remarks on a 
doctrine new to me, but said by Mr. Williams to have 
been well understood in 1790. Fearne published his last 
edition of the Essay on the Learning of Contingent Re- 
mainders in 1791, and devoted several pages of it (228- 
232) to a discussion of Doe v. Martin, without hinting 
at the doctrine found in that case by Mr. Williams— 
that a limitation in the form of a remainder to the un- 
born children of A. contains a remainder to the first 





child of A., but no remainder to any younger child; ang 
in another place (p. 314) refers to it as a case in 

it was held that the remainder vested in the children on 
their respective births. I venture to think that if, ip 
that case, there was not and could not have been 
remainder to any but the first-born child, Fearng 
would not have described the devolution of the estate in 
those terms, or that if he had committed such a blunder 
his editor would not have praised the work as an unsur. 
passed instance of beautiful analysis. 

That the “old faith” to which Mr. Williams clings jg 
not so definite or so clearly understood as his remarks 
imply has perhaps already appeared by the discussion 
which you have permitted, and which illustrates thy 
variability of legal doctrines in the struggle for existengs 
and under changes in the environment. It commenced 
with a criticism of a passage in the learned work on the 
Seisin of the Freehold, in which, after stating Bracken. 
bury v. Gibbons (L. R. 2 Ch. D. 417), the author says = 
**One would have thought that this remnant of thg 
feudal law should be abolished, but on referring to the 
Act it wiil seem that it remains untouched. The Agt 
only applies in the event of a particular estate determining 
before thecontingentremainder vests. Herethecontingent 
remainder does vest during the continuance of the 
particular estate.” It was continued by a learned and 
ingenious letter, in which Mr. A, P. Whately justified by 
the authority of Fearne the assertion that the contingent 
remainder in question did vest during the continuance 
of the particular estate, and went so far as to say that, 
** strictly speaking, a legal remainder expressed to be 
limited to a class vested wholly in the person first be- 
coming capable as a member of the class, subject tobe 
divested as to the proportions of the persons afterwards 
becoming capable before the determination of the pax 
ticular estate, and such persons took by way of shi 
use or executory devise, and not as remainderman ‘ pro- 
perly so called.’ This proposition was questioned by me, 
and Mr. Joshua Williams followed in a letter, printed in 
your number of Saturday, June 1 (p. 601), citing from 
Fearne as an article of faith the proposition (written 
before any of the judicial authorities on which Mn 
Williams relies) that ‘ where a contingent remainder is 
limited to the use of several who do not all become 
capable at the same time, notwithstanding it vests in 
the person first becoming capable, yet shall it devest as to 
the proportions of the persons afterwards becoming 
capable before the determination of the particular estate, 
and they may take jointly, notwithstanding the different 
times of vesting” (C. R., p. 312); and, after citing 
other authorities, Mr. Williams says: “ One result of the 
doctrine evidently is that in the case of a gift in re 
mainder to unborn children as tenants in common in fee, 
the moment the first child is born there are no longer 
any contingent remainders, for a remainder waits for 
the determination of the particular estate and cannot be 
limited on an estate in fee. But the estate, which 
each younger child takes is derived out of, and pro tanto 
defeats, the estate in fee of the eldest and of each elder 
child.” If this is so, how are we to regard Mr. Justice 
Bayley’s opinion, cited by Mr. Williams from Righty. 
Oreber (5 B. & ©, 866), “that each child on its birth 
immediately took a vested remainder in fee’’? If the 
fee opened and let in the child, as Fearne says, and as 
indeed Mr. Justice Bayley in the former part of his 
judgment said (p. 873), how did a younger child takes 
remainder? The fee had vested in the first-born if 
Fearne and Bayley, J., were right; and if we are not 
all wrong the fee could not be the particular estate, oF 
if it was the younger child had not waited, as in his 
character of remainderman he should have done, for it 
determination. Do not these discrepancies show that 
the talk about the vesting of the fee and its opening and 
letting in after takers is only a foggy metaphor from 
which no accurate deduction can be made? 

Fearne’s proposition, published in the 18th century, 
relates, it will be observed, to a limitation by way of 180; 
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‘Mr. Williams’s later formula includes gifts generally, 
which need not be limitations by way of use or of devise ; 
and Fearne, citing\0o. Litt. 188, for the proposition that 
vunder a litnifation to ‘A. for life, remainder to the right 
heirs of J. and of K., the heirs of J. and of K., if they 
take, take as tenants in common and not jointly, on 
account of the estate vesting in such heirs at different 
times,” adds, “ This doctrine, however, seems confined to 
limitations at common law and not to extend to estates 
raised by way of use or by devise” (Fearne, C. R., p. 312). 
Mr. Booth (to whom Fearne’s work was dedicated in 
1776 in terms of profound veneration) had in 1761 thus 
written : “ Under the limitations of these and such like 
settlements you will find the uses continually to vary 
and all to arise out of the seisin of the releasees; before 
> eign 9 the intended husband is seised in fee; then, 
apon the marriage, his estate in fee ceases and a new use 
‘ores up under which he is tenant for life with the 

er uses in contingency; then on the birth of a son 
that son becomes tenant in tail, and also on the birth of 
-every other son a new use or estate in remainder springs 
up to evéry such son in tail; on the birth of a daughter 
she becomes entitled by way of use to a remainder in 
tail; on the birth of another daughter that last remainder 
in tail ceases and both daughters become entitled by 
way of use to a tenancy in common in remainder in tail.” 
Mr, Preston, reprinting this opinion in his edition of the 
‘Touchstone (vol. 2, p. 530), interpolates after “ cedses ” 
‘the words “as to an aliquot part of the lands”; and 
Mr. Butler in a note to the principal passage in Fearne 
{p. 314) taxes Mr. Booth with inaccuracy in this opinion 

inattention to the doctrine laid down in the cases 
ited by Fearne under this head. After this came the 
certificate in Mogg v. Mogg, on which I rely as justifying 
Brackenbury v. Gibbons, and refuting Mr. Whately’s 
theory that a gift in remainder to a class may operate by 
way of shifting use or devise. It was oracular and 
stated no doctrine ; but from it Mr. Preston deduced the 
following article of faith, that, ‘under the learning of 
‘wes and of executory devises a gift to a class of persons 
may give a title first to one person and afterwards open 
mad admit of a participation by others; at the common 
aw and under the learning of remainders a gift to a 
dass of persons will not admit to a participation any 
who are born after the determination of the particular 
tilate, though each after-born person might take under 
agift operating by executory devise or shifting use” (3 
Prest, Cony. 555). So that in 1821 Mr. Preston thought 
that at common law and under the learning of remainders 
after ono of a class has acquired a title after born mem- 
bers may participate, provided they are born before the 
determination of the particular estate; and, as we have 
Seen, Coke and Fearne were of the same opinion, only 
with the qualification that they could or might not take 
jointly. Mr. Williams now says: “In fact the subse. 
_ remainders were, as Mr. Justice Ashurst says in 

Bane” (3 T. R. 493), defeated on the birth of the 

” 


If this doctrine was well understood in 1790, I am 
not ashamed to confess that before the lst of June, 1878, 
Thad nover heard of it, for I have since searched 

@ with some anxiety, and have been unable to 
find a trace of it, nor can I see that Mr. Justice Ashurst’s 
Words refer to it.The question in Doe v. Perryn (3 
T. R. 484) arose upon a devise to D. OC, for life; with 
‘Temainder to trustees to preserve contingent remainders; 
With remainder to the children of D, 0. by J. ©. and 
their heirs for ever to be equally divided between them ; 
and for default of such issue to J. 0. for life; with 
temainder to trustees to preserve contingent remainders ; 
and after the decease of the survivor of J. 0, and D. G,, 
Without issue as aforesaid, to the children of R. 0, and 

P, in shares. J. ©. & D, O. had children born 
alter the death of the testator, who all died without 
teue in the lifetime of their parents, ‘The lessor of the 

tiff claimed as the heir of thoso children, the 
claimed under the limitation in remaindor as 





one of the children of B. P., and the questions were 
whether the children of J. C. & D. C. took as they came 
into being vested and indefeasible estates, and if they 
did, whether they took in fee simple or in tail, and 
it was held that they took vested and indefeasible estates 
in fee simple. As all the children died in infancy 
without issue, and during the continuance of the parti- 
cular te, there could be no question as to the effect 
of the birth of the eldest child on the limitations to the 
younger children ; and when Ashurst, J., said that “on 
the birth of Dorothy’s first child the subsequent limita- 
tions were defeated,” he, of course, referred t> the 
executory limitations to the children of R. C. and of 
B. P., which were defeated simply because the event en 
which they were limited to take effect (the death of 
Dorothy without having had a child) had become im- 
possible. 

But of the new doctrine which we are asked to adopt 
in order to justify the conceit that the first child takes 
at birth, not only what was intended for him, but also 
what was expressly given in the first instance to his 
brothers and sisters, I find no trace. Mr. Williams says 
that in the case of a gift in remainder to unborn chil- 
dren as tenants in common in fee, the momenta child is 
born there are no longer any contingent remainders. 
There were, then, until the birth, contingent remainders 
to the younger children, and they were destroyed by 
that occurrence. Careful search through the 5th chapter 
of Fearne on “ How Contingent Remainders are de- 
stroyed or prevented taking effect,” has not been 
rewarded by the finding of a reference to any cause of 
destruction or prevention of vesting other than the 
determination of, or some dealing with, the particular 
estate during the contingency. Doe v. Martin, on 
which Mr. Williams relies-as an example of the destruc- 
tion of a contingent remainder to one member of a class 
by the determination of the contingency as to another 
member, and as a decision on the point, is not referred 
to in this chapter, where much is said of the destruction 
of a contingent remainder by the determination of the 
particular estate, but nothing of its destruction by the 
happening of the contingency. 

Elsewhere Fearne cites the case with reference to the 
time for the vesting of a remainder, and Mr. Williams 
seems to be playing with the subject when he cites it as 
an authority for his proposition, and adopts the sugges~ 
tion made by the counsel for the defendant that as to 
one-fifth it did not clearly appear from the verdict that 
the youngest child was born before the fine. The action 
was brought on a demise by five children of R. and B, 
Willis claiming under a limitation in the marriage set- 
tlement of their parents in remainder after the death of 
R, and B. Willis to the use of their child or children, if 
more than one, as tenants in common, “‘and if but one 
child, then to such one child, his or her heirs or assigns 
for ever.” This was subject to a power of appointment 
in fee by the parents, who died without having executed 
the power, but having levied a fine of the lands after the 
birth of some at least of the lessors, and the principal 
questions in the case were, whether the words of inherit- 
ance following the limitation to one child could be ex- 
tended to the class so as to carry the fee to them, and 
whether tke power of appointment kept the seisin of the 
releasees in suspense so as to delay the vesting of the 
shares in the children until the death of the donees of the 
power, or, if not, whether the possibility of the power 
being exercised was in itself a contingency which pre- 
vented the vesting of the remainders in default of ap- 
pointment during the subsistence of the power, so as t0 
keep them in tho'meantime ina condition to be destroyed 
by the fine. All these questions wore decided in favour 
of the plaintiff. To the objection tha tone of the lessors 
of the plaintiff might possibly have been born after the 
fine, the court, as Mr, Williams remarks, gave no heed, 
arid for the obvious reason that, if the fact had been 
proved, the only effect of excluding the title of one of 
the lossors of the plaintif® would have been to augment 
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the shares of the others, who collectively would have taken 

and thus have been able to demise, the entirety. The re- 
port conclusively shows that the subtlety invented by Mr. 
Williams of a change of the condition of the limitations 
to the younger children from that of contingent re- 
mainders to some other condition for which no name has 
been found, effected by the birth of the eldest child, was 
never present to the mind of any person concerned in 
the argument; and Lord Kenyon said, ‘‘ We ought to 
decide that the remainders to the children were vested, 
subject nevertheless to be divested by the parents exer- 
cising the power of appointment.” 

Mr. Whateley’s ingenious theory of a rule of construc- 
tion founded on the common law learning of remainders, 
though incapable of operating otherwise than by means 
of the statute of uses or of wills, is not adopted by Mr. 
Williams, but seems to be still struggling for life. 

Lastly, there is the belief, of which, it seems, I have 
the distinction to be sole prophet, thus stated by Mr. 
Williams :—‘‘ Each member takes a vested interest in— 
he Knows not how much.” In homely phrase, he holds 
a pig in a poke. With this I am content—a legal 
maxim rates the means of knowledge as knowledge. 
The conclusion that no member can know the amount of 
his share before he knows the number of his partners 

commends itself more readily to my mind than the pro- 
position that there may be a contingent remainder which 
can never by possibility vest, or that a grant of a rever- 
sion to A. for his life, and after his death to his first and 
other sons and their respective heirs as tenants in 
common, is a grant to A. for life, with remainder at 
common law to his first son in fee, with executory 
limitations over, by way of no one knows what 
(let us say, of opening and letting in), to the younger 
sons successively, as tenants in common in fee. 
But to whatever conclusions these speculations tend, this 
practical result remains that, in Brackenbury v. Gibbons 
and in the many cases on which it proceeded, it was 
held that the younger children who were born or other- 
wise became capable after the death of the tenant for 
life might have taken vested estates in the shares which 
they claimed if their interests had not been originally 
contingent remainders which failed because they were 
contingent remainders and, in the words of the Act of 
1877, the particular estate determined before they vested. 
In that case Vice-Chancellor Hall said: “ Every gift 
which can take effect as a remainder absolutely excludes 
its being treated as an executory devise.” If in a like 
case younger children, claiming under a will made after 
the 2nd of August, 1877, and becoming qualified after the 
death of the tenant for life, ask the same judge for their 
shares—alleging that while the life endured there were 
contingent remainders to them of the first class defined 
in Smith d. Dormer v. Packhurst (3 Atk. 139, Willis, 
327), “ limited to persons not in being, and who might 
possibly never exist,” which remainders did not vest 
during the life, as his lordship had held in a like case— 
will they be answered thus ?—*‘ That is true, and an Act 
has been passed for your benefit, expressly saying that 
you are to have the shares; but you cannot have them, 
because, according to the newest doctrine they al] vested 
in your <ldest brother at his birth, and although the Act 
seems to give them back to you it does not men- 
tion him; and, moreover, it has recently been 
discovered that you are excluded from being ob- 
jects of the gift by a rule of construction founded 
on the rule of law which the Act has abolished, and 
operating quite independently of that rule in order to 
give effect to the testator’s intention, as divined by the 
turning of a key in the first volume of Jarman on Wills. 

When the younger children of Gibbons came to me I 

could not give them anything because their remainders 

did not vest in time. Now I must request you also to 

depart empty, becanse, according to the best authori- 

ties, you ask for remainders which those authorities 
eay did vest in time and were consumed—the fate 


the claimants go further, saying, “There were oncey. 
according to the ancients, divers remainders to us 
which did not vest in time; also there was, we have 
heard, according to some of the moderns, a remainder 
which did vest in time; to that we do not see- 
our way to make any claim. But we want our remain- 
ders which every one says did not vest in time, and we 
claim them because;the Act says we may have that sort 
of remainder; and from reading a lecture on these. 
curiosities read by a great judge to the House of Lords 
in the time of George the Second, we have learned 
that there may be as many distinct contingent remain- 
ders as there are possibilities of different persons to 
take. We, to whom it was once possible that these. 
shares might come, are different persons from our eldest: 
brother, in whom some remainder is said to have 
vested, and our remainders differed in contingency from 
his remainder, and have not vested otherwise than by. 
statute ;” and will they not succeed ? 
Temple, June 5. 


Postscript, June 8th.—Permit me, by reproducing # 
few words which Mr. Williams has overlooked, to dis- 
claim the opinion he now attributes to me—that the Act 
has interfered with rules of construction, and has en- 
larged the time for ascertaining the persons to take under 
a gift in remainder to a class further than by preventing 
the time allowed by rules of construction from being cut 
short by what was left of the rule that the seisin must 
be taken up from the particular tenant. In the Son 
crrors’ JournaL for May 18, p. 563, I said :—. 

‘Thus, where an estate or interest is limited to A. for 
his life, and after the death of A. tothe children of B., 
every child of B, who is in existence at any time while 
the limitation is in force and before the death of A. is, 
and a child born after A.’s death is not, a member of the 
class designated to take; and this is so whether the limita- 
tion is of the legal estate, or of a merely equitable inter- 
est in land or personalty, and by force of a general rule 
of construction, and not of any rule of tenure. On the 
other hand, under a limitation to A. for life, and after the 
death of A. to the child or children of B. who before or 
after A.’s death shall attain the age of twenty-one years, 
every child of B. who attains the prescribed age, whether 
in A.’s lifetime or after his death, is a member of the class 
designated to take; unless the limitation is of the legal 
estate, in which case, before the recent Act, a rule of 
tenure added the further conditions that the contingency 
must be determined, and therefore the members of the 
class finally ascertained while A. is living. . ... When 
the rule as to the vesting of remainders was abolished in 
respect of remainders which might be valid as executory 
devises on future uses, the condition imported by that 
rule into such limitations was also abolished, and the 
time for ascertaining the class was made the same as it 
would be if those limitations were of a merely equitable 
estate.” 

I regret that in the passage cited by Mr. Williams the 
first instead of the second of the above illustrations has 
been inadvertently used, so as to put him to the trouble 
of writing a refutation (in every word of which I concur) 
of a proposition that I think has -not yet been put 
forward. G. 8. 


THE QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In reply to P.’s letter as to the partial observance 
of the Queen’s birthday as a holiday, and the hours of 
attendance observed at the common law offices generally ; 
these hours of attendance were also fixed by the rules of 
Hilary Term, 1853, duly signed by the judges. 

‘When the Judicature Acts came into operation, in the 
absence of any proper provision, the only alternative that 
presented itself to the heads of the departments was to 
treat sittings and terms as synon 
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arule promulgated by the court or the judges, as the 
present gives a few days of so-called “ vaca- 
tion” (?) between each sittings, when the offices close at 
three o'clock ; this alteration for so short a period easily 
escapes attention, and thus results in annoyance and in- 
convenience. 

A uniform time of eleven to four o’clock, as observed 
at judges’ chambers, throughogg the year, with a shorter 
time in long vacation, would r@move another ground of 
dissatisfaction from both the profession and the officials. 

A rule, which causes much complaint amongst solici- 
tors and their clerks, is that which keeps the offices open 
on the Saturday following Good Friday ; but the wording 
of another rule, which keeps the offices open “ every day 
in the year, excepting Sundays” (and the few holidays 
named) shows the liberal frame of mind in which these 
rules were drafted. x. 








Cases uf last eek. 


Foreign Law—EvipENceE—Vatinity oF MARRIAGE IN 
CaNADA—ENGLISH BARRISTER PRACTISING BEFORE THE 
Privy Councit.—In the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division on the 6th inst. the case of Cartwright v. Cart- 
aright and Anderson was heard before the president of the 
division. The suit was for the dissolution of a marriage 
solemnized in Canada, and to prove that the marriage was 
valid by the law of that country, Mr. Bompas, Q.C., was 
called as a witness. He deposed that he was familiar with 
the law of that conntry from having practised in Canadian 
appeals before the Privy Council, which was the final Court 
of Appeal for Canada. The president held that Mr. Bompas’s 
evidence was not admissible as that of an expert, as there 
was no evidence that he had obtained a knowledge of 
_ anadian law otherwise than by having studied it in this 
country. The case was adjourned to enable the petitioner 


to give better evidence as to the validity of the marriage. 


AsANDoNED Motion—Costs—Ewntry or AppeaL—MuIs- 
TAKE oF OrricER oF Court—Orp. 58, Rk. 8.—On the 
5th inst., in a case of Dickson vy. Harrison, application was 
made by the plaintiff to the Court of Appeal tor the costs of 
an appeal motion from an interlocutory order of which the 
defendant had served notice, as being an abandoned motion. 
The notice was given for the 29th of May, and the appeal was 
duly entered with the officer of the court. It did not ap- 
pear in the list for the day, either on the 29th of May or on 
the 5th inst., both of which were days appointed for the 
hearing of appeals from interlocutory orders, and under these 
circumstances it was contended that the plaintiff was entitled 
to treat the motion as abandoned. The court (Jessel, M.R. 
and James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) held that the 
plaintiff was entitled to the costs, unless some explanation 
was given by the defendant, and suggested that a communi- 
cation should be made to the defendant's solicitor. The 
next day the case was again mentioned to the court (James, 
Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), and it then appeared that 
the reason why the appeal had not come into the paper for 
hearing was that the officer of the court had marked it in the 
list as ‘‘ standing over,’ and that he had done so because 
the order appealed had not been produced. It appeared, 
however, that there was no necessity for the production of 
the order, because it was a simple refusal of an application 
(vide Smithy. Grindley, L, R. 8 Oh.80, 20Soxrcrrors’ JouRNAL, 
782), It was urged on the part of tho plaintiff that it is the 
duty ofan appellant, if bis appeal does not come into the list for 

, to ascertain the reason. But the court said that 
there is no such duty, and they directed that the motion 
should keep its place and come on for hearing in due 
course, 


Saeaienenel 


Traps Marks Registration Acts, 1875 ANp 1876—Roxxs 
or AvGust, 1876, rr. 59, 62—Corron Marks ’”’—Con- 
MITTEE OF Exrerts—Dvty or Cuancery Division on 
AprzaL rrom Decision or Commirren,—In a case of Ex 
parte Orr, Ewing, & Co., decided by the Court of Appeal, 
ou the 7th inst., a question of importance arose with 
to the construction of the Rules of August, 1876, made by 





the Lord Chancellor under the Trade Marks Registration Acts 
of 1875 and 1876. Rule 57 provides (with reference to 
‘*eotton goods”) that there shall be established by the 
Commissioners of Patents, and subject to their control, an 
office at Manchester for the exhibition of all devices, &., used 
in the cotton trade, in the rules called ‘‘ Cotton Marks,” By 
rule 58, every person who, at the date of the passing of the 
Act of 1875, used any cotton mark, was, on or before the 
1st of December, 1876, to send to the Manchester office three 
representations of such cotton mark. By rule 59 ‘a com- 
mittee of persons versed in the u of the cotton trade 
shall be appointed by the Commissioners of Patents . . . 
and it shall be the duty of sach committee, on or before a time 
to be named by the Commissioners of Patents, to divide the 
cotton marks, representations of which have been so sent in 
to the Manchester office, into two classes, the first class con- 
sisting of such of thesaid cotton marks as are, in the opinion 
of the committee, trade marks within the meaning of the 
Act, and the second ‘elass consisting of such of the said 
cotton marks as are not,\in the opinion of the committee, 
trade marks within the meaning of the Act.” And by rule 62 
“any proprietor of a cotton mark not specified in the second 
class in such list, may apply to be registered as proprietor of 
such Cotton mark in manner and subject to the conditions in 
which he may apply to be registered as proprietor of any 
other trade mark, but it shall not be lawful for the registrar 
to register any person as proprietor of any cotton mark in 
the aforesaid list, except in pursuance of an order of the 
court.” The committee of experts placed certain cotton 
marks, which had been used by Orr, Rwing, & Co. before 
the passing of the Act of 1875, in the second class. Orr, 
Ewing, & Co. applied to Hall, V-C., for a declaration that 

e@ marks were trade marks within the meaning of the Act, 
and an order that their application for the registration 
of the same might be proceeded with accordingly. The 
Vice-Chancellor (26 W. R. 259), from an inspection 
of the marks, came to the conclusion that they were 
trade marks within the meaning of the Act, and that 
they ought to have been placed by the committee in the 
first class, and he made the order asked for. The Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) discharged 
this order upon the ground (as Baggallay, L.J., said) that the 
court ought not to reverse a decision of the committee of 
experts unless under special circumstances. The committea 
were appointed as being persons presumably much more com- 
petent to deal with the matter than any judge of the Chan- 
cery Division or of the Court of Appeal could possibly be, 
and a mere difference of opinion between the judge and the 
committee as to whether the marks in question were or were 
not trade marks within the meaning of the Act was not a 
circumstance sufficiently special to justify a reversal of the 
committee’s decision. James, L.J., said that the committee was 
in the nature of a tribunal of commerce, and that the High 
Court ought not to interfere with their decision, unless satis- 
fied that they had proceeded on a wrong principle, or in an 
improper manner, And the court pointed out that a refusal 
to register a mark as a trade mark under the Act would not 
deprive the applicant of any rights which he had before the 
Act, but would only have the effect of not giving him the 
special benefit of the Act. 


Witt—Construction—DevisE OF ALL Rat Estate or 
WHICH TESTATOR MIGHT DIE SBISED.—In a case of Leach v. 
Jay, decided by the Court of Appeal on the 7th inst., a tes- 
tatrix had devised to the plaintiff *‘ all real estate (if any) of 
which I may die seised.”” She was entitled, as heiress-at-law 
of R., to some freehold houses, but she was not seised of 
them at the time of her death, as another person was in pos- 
session of them adversely. Jessel, M.R., held that the houses 
did not pass under the devise. The Court of Appeal (James, 
Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) affirmed this decision. 
They said that the word “‘seised” isa purely technical 
word, and must be construed strictly according to its techni- 
cal meaning. 





On the 7th inst., in the House of Commons, in reply to 
Sir ©. Dilke, the Chancellor of the ae a Bill 
to amend the Corrupt Practices Acts had 
but though the Government were anxious to bring it for. 
ward, he could not, in the present state of public business, 
say when that could be done. 
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Obituarp. 


SIR JOHN WITHER AWDRY. 


Sir John Wither Awdry, D.C.L., died at his residence, 
Notton House, near Chippenham, on the 3lst ult., at the 
age of eighty-three. Sir J, Awdry was the eldest son of 
Mr. John Awdry, of Notton House, and was born in 1795. 
He was educated at Winchester and Christ Church, Oxford, 
where he graduated first class in classics in 1816. He was 
afterwards elected a Fellow of Oriel College, and in 1844 he 
received the honorary degree of D.C.L. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in the year 1822, and 

ractised on the Western Circuit and at the Wiltshire 
Ta ng In 1830 he was appointed a puisne judge and a 
commissioner of the Insolvent Debtors Court at Bombay, 
and received the honour of knighthood. He became Chief 
Justice of Bombay in 1839, but two years later he retired 
ona pension. Sir J. Awdry was a member of the Oxford 
University Commission in 1854, and in 1859 he was 
appointed a commissioner to inquire into the administration 
of justice in the Channel Islands. He was a magistrate 
and deputy lieutenant of Wiltshire, and from 1848 till 1864 
he was chairman of quarter sessions for that county. He 
was also up to the time of his death chairman of the 
Chippenham and Corsham Petty Sessions. He took an 
active part in all county and local questions, and was highly 
esteemed in the neighbourhood of Chippenham. Sir J. 
Awdry was married first to the daughter of the late Rev. 
John Awdry, of Moncton; and, secondly, to the daughter 
of the Right Rev. Thomas Carr, Bishop of Bombay, and he 
leaves a large family. 


ee 


MR. ROBERT PECKHAM. 


Mr. Robert Peckham, solicitor (the head of the firm of 
Peckham, Maitland, & Peckham), of 17, Knightrider- 
street, died at 21, Guildford-street, Russell-square, on the 
3rd inst. Mr. Peckham was born in 1822, and was admit. 
ted a solicitor in 1854. He first practised at 6, Nicholas- 
lane, but afterwards removed to 17, Knightrider-street, 
and for several years resided at Tottenham. He was in 
partnership with his brother-in-law, Mr. Edward Maitland, 
and with his son, Mr. William Peckham, who was admitted 
a solicitor in 1870. The deceased was a man of great 
ability and a fluent and successful advocate, and he had a 
very extensive practice at the Edmonton County Conrt and 
at the various licensing sessions in the north of London. 
His firm were solicitors (jointly with Messrs. H. & J. 
Child) to the Licensed Victuallers’ Protection Society of 
London, and he frequently advocated the interests of mem- 
bers of that body in the metropolitan police-courts. 


oe 


MR. GEORGE BOWES MORLAND. 


Mr. George Bowes Morland, solicitor, of Abingdon, died 
at his residence at that place on the Ist inst. Mr. Morland 
was the son of Mr. Benjamin Morland, solicitor, of Abing- 
don. He was born in 1808; was admitted a solicitor in 
1829, and soon afterwards succeeded to his father’s practice, 
He had ever since carried on business in the town, havin 
been for several years in partnership with Mr. Danie 
Godfrey, late town clerk and clerk of the peace for the 
borough of Abingdon, who died only a few months ago. 
Mr. Morland was a commissioner for oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for Berk- 
shire and Oxfordshire, and he had a very large private busi- 
ness, being solicitor and agent for the estates of the Earl of 
Coventry, Lord Overstone, Colonel Loyd Lindsay, M.P., 
and several other land-owners. He was for several years a 
member of the Abingdon Town Council, and was on one 
occasion elected mayor, but he paid the fine in order to avoid 
the responsibilities of the office. He was the only survivor 
of the sncient corporation and the senior member of the 
governing body of Christ’s Hospital, Abingdon, in the wel- 
fare of which he took much interest. He was greatly es- 
teemed by all classes for his unostentatious charity, amiable 
disposition, and equable temper. In 1840 he was selected 





John Thornhill Morland, M.A., of Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, who was Mayor of Abingdon for the year 1874-5, and 
has recently been appointed a magistrate for the borough. 
Mr. Morland had suffered for many months from heart-di 
ease and dropsy, and his death was anticipated. He wag 
married to the daughter of the late Mr. Thomas Thornhill, 
of Woodley, Woodstock, and he leaves four sons and six 
daughters. He was buried on Thursday, the 6th inst., in 
West Isley Churchyard. 


MR. JUSTICE FELLOWS. 


The Hon. Thomas Howard Fellows, one of the judges of 
theSupreme Court of the Colony of Victoria, died at Melbourne 
on the 8th ult. Mr. Justice Fellows was the eldest son of 
Mr. Thomas Fellows, of Moneyhill, Herts, and was born in 
1828. He was educated at Eton, and entered the Inner 
Temple in 1844, and (having been a pupil in the chambers of 
the late Mr. Thomas Chitty), practised for several years as a 
special pleader. He was called to the bar in Michaelmas 

erm, 1852, but soon afterwards left England for Australia, 
and he was called to the bar at Melbourne in May, 1853, He 
was very successful in obtaining practice at Melbourne, and 
in 1873, with the universal approval of the profession and 
the colonial community, he was appointed a judge of the 
Supreme Court of . Victoria, — his five years’ tenure 
of office he had obtained ahigh judicial reputation, especially as. 


a constitutional lawyer, and his advice had been sought by 
the governor of the colony. His premature death has caused. 
great regret among all classes. 








Legal Pews. 


The following dates have been fixed for the summer 
assizes:—North-Eastern (Lord Justice Baggallay and Mr. 
Justice Lush)—Newcastle and Town, Saturday, June 29; 
Durham, Tuesday, July 9; York, Saturday, July 183 ;. 
Leeds, Saturday, July 20. Midland (Mr. Justice Hawkins 
and Mr. Justice Fry)—Aylesbury, Wednesday, July 3; 
Bedford, Monday, July 8; Northampton, Wednesday, July 
10 ; Oakham and Leicester and Borough, Monday, July 15 ; 
Lincoln and City, Friday, July 19; Nottingham and Town, 
Wednesdey, July 24; Derby, July, Monday 29 ; Warwick, 
Friday, August 2. 

On Thursday, at the Surrey Sessions, Thomas Smith, an 
elderly man, was convicted of stealing some flooreloth, He 
had been previously convicted, and his wife said her belief 
was that his mind was affected. When the case was before 
the Court on Tuesday, she stated that he had been an attorney 
in good practice. Some time ago he met with an accident 
which had incapacitated him, and he had committed several 
petty offences. Since the trial the learned chairman had 
ordered inquiries, and now informed the prisoner's wife that 
the best thing he could do for her husband was to send him 
to prison, where he would be attended to and his mind 
watched. It would be the kindest and wisest thing to do for 
him. He was sentenced to twelve months’ imprisonment in 
her Majesty’s gaol at Wandsworth, 


The Canada Law Journal quotes from an American jour- 
nal the following eloquent tribute to a professional jaryman, 
which is stated to have been delivered by a venerable member 
of the bar amid solemn stillness in the court-room :—* The 
deceased was a remarkable personage in the ranks of profes- 
sional jurymen, He was an old liner, patient and steady as 
a clock, determined in opinion, ever ready to assume the 
cares and responsibilities of the occupation he had marked 
out for himself in this life. Men are prone to falter and lie 
out of it if they can, pleading business, measles in the 
family, much information and prejudice in the case, But 
he never shirked. When duty called, he was always there, 
and came as poe and unbiassed as a dove. I knew him 
long and well. We were friends, Much of my success in 
life and in pleading at this bar [ owe to him. He never 
forsook friend in the jury-room, He was wonderfully 
constructed, physically and mentally, for protracting sitting, 
In a cow case, involving 40dols., he held the UB ine days, 

and half 


by the late Karl of Abingdon for the office of clerk of the ) One died of privation, and the other ten, emacia 


peace for Berkshire, and held the office until a few months 
ago, when he was succeeded by his son and partner, Mr. 


insane, had to be carried into the court-room, This, ho fre- 
quently remarked, was the proudest effort of his life. Dis- 
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agreement was the characteristic of his existence—in the 

uire’s office, during a long career as a coroner’s juror, and 
fhen for half a century in the higher walks of justice. He 
qas born to be a juryman ; it was his sole aim on earth,” 
judge ordered the resolution to be recorded, and the 


chair of the departed properly draped. 
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HSacteties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
land, London, on Wednesday, June 12, the following direc- 
tors being present:—Messrs. Hedger (in the chair) Lee 
rap Paterson, Price, Rickman, Rose, Smith, Styan, 

eley Peet oat and Young, Mr. Eiffe (secretary). A 
gum of £285 was distributed in grants of assistance, and 
thirteen new members were admitted to the association. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held as usual at 
the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening 
last, the 1lth inst., Mr. H Fargus in the chair. 
The question appointed for the evening’s debate was :— 
“Ts an advocate justified in withdrawing from the defence 
of a prisoner when the guilt of the latter becomes known to 
him?” Mr. Arnould Austin opened the debate and sup- 

ted the negative, chiefly on the ground of the injury 

ely to ensue to his client’s case, and also that the relation- 
ship of advocate and client would be destroyed by such a 
course. Mr. R. Todd and Mr. H. ©. Morice, B.A., also 
maintained the same opinion. At the conclusion of the 
debate, in which all the members present took part, the 
» yaa replied, and on the question being put to the meeting 
votes being equal, the question was decided in the 
negative by the casting vote of the chairman. 





—_—— 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s Inn-hall, 
Strand, on Wednesday the 12th inst., Mr. W. C. Owen in 
the chair. Mr. A. F. Skipper opened the subject for the 
evening’s debate, viz. :—‘* That the conduct of Mr. Glad- 
stone with reference to the Eastern Question has been 
unworthy of his former reputation as a statesman.” The 
motion was warmly discussed, the negative view being main- 
tained with great force by Messrs. Rawlings, Eustace, Smith, 
Collyer, and others, while Messrs. Moyle and Kains-Jackson 
supported the affirmative. The motion was finally on a 
division decided in the negative by a majority of six. 





Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr, Steryen Newcome Fox, barrister, of Bombay, has 
been appointed to act as Clerk to the Court for the Relief of 
Insolvent Debtors at Bombay. Mr. Fox was educated at 
New College, Oxford, where he graduated first class in 
jurisprudence in 1872, and he was called to the bar at the 

er Temple in Hilary Term, 1875. 


Mr. Danzy Patmer Fy, barrister, has been appointed 
Counsel to the Local Government Board, in succession to 
the late Mr. William Golden Lumley, Q.C. Mr. Fry bas 

for several vears one of the assistant-secretaries to the 

- He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary 

ure, 1851, and is the author of a work on “ The Lunacy 
ws.” 


Mr. Onartes Ropert Lyne, solicitor, of Newport, 
Monmouthshire, has been elected Deputy Town Clerk of 
that Borough. 


Mr. Ricwarp Penninaron, of the firm of Cookson, 
Wainewright, & Peanington, has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner to Administer Oaths in the Supreme Court. 


Mr, Henry Morten Turner, solicitor, of Watford, has 
been elected Clerk to the Watford Board of Guardians, 





Assessment Committee, School Attendance Committee, and 
Rural Sanitary Authority in succession to the late Mr. 
Richard Pugh. Mr. Turner was admitted a solicitor in 
1865, and is in partnership with. Mr. John Sedgwick. 





High Court of Fustice, 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before JxEsset, M.R., at chambers.) 
May 7.—In re Swift and Knowles’ Contract. 

Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874—7 Anne, c. 20—Rightof pur- 
chaser to require entry of mortgage on register ere 
mortgagee joins in assignment to pur 
This was a sammons under the Vendor and’Parchaser 

Act, 1874, by the purchaser of a leasehold public-house in 

Marylebone, requiring the vendor to enter on the Middlesex 

Registry a mortgage paid off at the time of the assignment, 

= mortgagees having joined in the assignment to the pur- 

chaser. 

By an indenture dated the 28th of March, 1877, Henry 
Swift, in consideration of £4,400, assigned by way of mort- 
gage to Messrs. Traman, Hanbury, & Co., a leasehold 
public-house, No. 41, Frederick-street, Portland Town, 
called “‘The Prince George of Cumberland.” Them 
was in the ordinary form, and was not registered in the 
Middlesex Registry, 

In the early part of the present year, Henry Swift entered 
into an agreement with James Joseph Knowles for the 
sale to him of the premises for £6,000. It was 
the mortgagees should be paid off, and should join in the 
assignment to the purchaser. 

One of the requisitions made by the purchaser was that the 
mortgage should be registered by the vendor at his expense 
in the Middlesex Registry. The vendor contended, in reply, 
that registration was not necessary for the purchaser’s ‘pro- 
tection and could not be required, and he declined to 
comply with the requisition.. It was ultimately agreed 
that the question should be left to the decision of, a judge, 
and the purchase should be completed, an 
being made for the costs of the summons and of registra- 
tion in case the judge should be of opinion that it could 
be required. 

Cecil Russell, for the purchaser, in support of the requisi- 
tion, contended that the mortgage formed a material link in 
the chain of title, and that according to the praetice of con- 
veyancers this was a usual requisition and one which the 
purchaser was entitled to insist upon. He cited Sugden 
Vendors and Purchasers, 14th ed., p. 546. 

Morshead, for the vendor, was not called upon. 

JEssEL, M.R,, said that the purchaser's title under an 
assignment from the mortgagor and mortgagee could not be 
affected by the non-registration of the mortgage, and he 
held that, as the registration was not necessary for the pur- 
chaser’s protection it could not be insisted on, and he 
accordingly dismissed the summons, 

Solicitors for the purchaser, Martineau ¢ Reid. 

Solicitors for the vendor, Hanbury, Hutton, ¢ Whitting. 





QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
June 7.—Jn re A Solicitor. 


This was an application against a solicitor in thess cir- 
cumstances :—On the Slt of July last Mrs. Miller, the 
widow of the late sculptor, had received through Lord 
Beaconsfield a grant of £250 out of the “ Special Service 
Fund ” in “ consideration of her late husband’s attainments 
in art and of the sad circumstances in which she was placed.” 
The money was sent by the Treasury in a Government 
cheque, and the brother of the solicitor, who was called a 
“curate,” got it from her to cash it, he said for her, and 
then in some unaccountable way it got into the hands of the 
solicitor, who called upon her, paid her £50, and said he 
had invested the rest. She became uneasy and applied to 
the “ curate,” who told her he had no doubt it was all right. 
She then had recourse to another solicitor, and it turned out 
that the solicitor, far from investing the money, had 
it into his own account at a bank, The present application 
was then made, and then he paid her the rest of the money 
—the £200; but in answer to the application, he made an 
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affidavit that the amount he received was only £200, and 
denied that he had paid the Jady the sum of £50; and he 
alleged that he had been absent from ill-health, &c., and 
thus endeavoured to explain the transaction. 

Murray, who appeared against the solicitor, said the con- 
tradictions between his statements and those of the lady 
were 60 extraordinary that he conceived the case must go 
before the Master for investigation. He actually declared 
that the cheque was for £200, not for £250, and denied the 
payment of £50 to the lady, a matter as to which she could 
hardly be mistaken. 

Cocxsurn, C.J.—As it was a Government cheque, the 
amount could easily be ascertained. 

Murray.—It has been ascertained and it is now before me 
with Lord Beaconsfield’s letter, and it is, of course, for the 
amount stated in the letter—that is, £250. 

M‘Clymont, for the solicitor, urged that he had now paid 
the whole of the money. 

Cocxzurn, C.J.—Since the present application was made. 
Besides, how is that consistent with his own affidavit deny- 
ing the receipt of the money ? The matter must go before 
the Master to be investigated.— Times. 





= =e 





JURISDICTION OF LOCAL COURTS OF 
BANKRUPTCY. 


On the 6th inst., at the sitting of the Burnley County 
Court, Mr. Daniel, Q.C., the judge, said, with reference to a 
case of Cunliffe v. Horsefall, 1 am considerably embarrassed 
by a recent decision in the Court of Appeal [Jn re Pollard, 
Ex parte Dickin, ante p. 584] which appears to me very 
much to limit the jurisdiction of local courts of bankruptcy 
in all matters relating to administration in bankruptcy. I 
have not yet had the opportunity of sufficiently considering 
the effect of that decision, and I will endeavour to obtain 
short-hand writer’s notes of the arguments, but I have not 
yet been able to obtain them, and before I have had the 
opportunity of carefully considering that judgment, I shall 
be obliged to discontinue to exercise the jurisdiction which 
I have hitherto exercised in matters of bankruptcy in any 
case in which the interest of a third party is concerned, be- 
cause if there is any doubt as to the limit of jurisdiction of 
an inferior court—which this is—I conceive it to be the 
bounden daty of the judge not to exercise that jurisdiction 
until he is satisfied that it may be exercised with safety. If 
the jurisdiction is exercised, and either party does that 
which it would be his undoubted right to do—to appeal 
against the udgment, the Court of Appeal may itself take the 
objection of want of jurisdiction. In the case to whieh I 
refer the objection was not taken before me at that time. 
It went by way of appeal to the chief judge, and he reversed 
my decision. The parties interested in the matter thought 
it was a question in which they would be justified in taking 
the decision to the Court of Appeal. It came on for con- 
sideration before the Court of Appeal. The parties had no 
objection as to jurisdiction, but the court itself, as soon as 
the case was opened, took the objection, and it was upheld, 
although the members of the court did not entirely agree as 
to whether the jurisdiction ought to have been exercised. 
As I understand the judgment, the opinion of the Master of 
the Rolls is that the jurisdiction did not exist at all, but if 
it did it ought not to have been exercised in this particular 
case. The other judges—Lord Justice James and Lord Justice 
Bramwell—so far as I have at present been informed, were 
not disposed to concur with the Master of the Rolls that 
there was no jurisdiction, but agreed with him that it was 
not a case in which it should have been exercised. I am 
very anxious to see the report of that case. At present the 
question of jurisdiction must depend upon the exercise of 
judicial discretion, and it will be very important to know 
what are the grounds upon which this discretion is to be 
exercised, because judicial discretion is not arbitrary. It 
cannot be that one judge is entitled to say in one court that 
he considered this to be a case in which, in the exercise of his 
discretion, he should exercise jurisdiction, and for another 
judge in another court to say this is a case in which it ought 
not to be exercised. If judicial discretion is to be exercised 
with reference to jurisdiction, it must be that the limits of 
jurisdiction may be clearly ascertained, so that the question 
—a most mischievous thing in the administration of justice 
—as to whether the tribunal has or has not a right to 
exercise the jurisdiction cannot be raised. This is really an 





— 
action by the landlord to recover from the trustee ag 
assignee a half year's rent, due under lease, and if 
the law is that no local court of bankraptcy cay 
exercise jurisdiction in any case in which—but for the 
Act of 1869—an action should have been brought, 
that is a reason why these proceedings should not have been 
taken here. Iam not at liberty—it would be wrong for 
me—to ray in any latitude of interpretation which 
should bring this case within the jurisdiction of this co 
because consent cannot give jurisdiction. If the law gives 
a party a right to appeal against my decision to the court 
above, and if the objection can be taken by the court for the 
first time, the mischief is very serious, because it might so 
happen that a case considered to be of importance as regards 
some mercantile trapsaction, or some question of law which 
had been raised and decided in the local bankruptcy court, 
could, by way of appeal to the chief judge, be carried from 
him to the Court of Appeal—the superior court—carried 
by their permission even to the House of Lords, and if the 
appellate court can itself raise the question of jurisdiction, 
when it has not been raised in any of the courts—then, 
if this is the state of the law, it isexceedingly desirable that 
it should be remedied in some way, because the effect 
upon an unfortunate suitor is this, that the judge in the 
inferior court ought to have known from the beginning 
that he had not any jurisdiction. I may be prepared to 
give judgment if I find that I have the jurisdiction under 
the case to which I refer. As I find there are limits to 
the exercise of my discretion, the limits of which I don’t 
now an d cannot ascertain, then it is my duty to abstain 
from giving judgment, and I cannot dispose of the case to- 
day.—Eastwood; In re Pollard?—His Honour: In re 
Pollard. It was before the Court of Appeal about a month 
ago; there was a note in the Weekly Notes and in the 
Soxicrrors’ JourRNal.—Eastwood: Your honour asked 
whether there was jurisdiction. I thought it was desirable 
there should be, but I was not prepared to raise the ques 
tion. I am not anxious it should be raised here.—His 
Honour: That was the case in In re Pollard. It wasn’t the 
parties, it was the court. I think that case, In re Pollard, 
opens out a very serious diffioulty.—Hastwood : It does, 
your honour. In this very estate there are three cases 
of the same kind pending.—His Honour: It is a 
most serious question. It all arises out of the extent 
to which the 72nd section is to be carried. I have 
always acted upon Lord Justice Giffard’s decision in In re 
Anderson, and have considered that I was justified in so 
doing. Doubts are entertained as to whether that decision 
was a scund one. No case has yet occurred, that Iam aware 
of, that has gone so far as to overrule it, but there is a mode 
of undermining the case by frequently pointing to its being 
unsatisfactory, and if there is any doubt as to whether the 
local courts of bankruptcy have the extent of jurisdiction 
which, according to the decision in Anderson’s case, they were 
decided to have, a jurisdiction which has been exercised ever 
since the decision, which has been acted upon by nearly 
every local bankruptcy court in England—from Northumber- 
land to Cornwall, from Norfolk to Anglesea—it is high time 
that the doubt should be set at rest, and the opportunity 
for doing so will arise when the new Bankruptcy Bill shall 
come under the consideration of the Legislature. When that 
period will be it is not in my power even to suggest, but 
inasmuch as the Bill, printed and circulated as the Bill 
of the Lord Chancellor, contains a provision which is a re- 
enactment in the very words of the 72nd section, if 
there is any doubt as to the meaning of these words 
before there is any fresh legislation upon the subject the 
doubt should be removed by some expression which will 
make that which is now doubtful clear, because the inter- 
ests of the practitioners and the interests of suitors cer- 
tainly require that there should be no uncertainty as to 
the jurisdiction. If local administration is an evil—which 
in some high places it is believed to‘ be—against whivh it 
is necessary that the interests of the public should be 
protected, let the Legislature speak in plain intelligible 
terms ; and on the other hand, if the interests of the public 
are promoted and not injared by local administration, then 
it is right that the Legislature should speak with equal 
clearness. At present it is in a state of uncertainty, and, 
therefore, it is that I am not prepared to give judgment 
in this case. It may be convenient for you to know that 
I shall not give judgment to-day. It will be a great relief 
to me, and will save me many an anxious and laborious 
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jnvestigation, and many an anxious decision if that jurisdic- 
tion ia taken away from me, The case stands adjourned 
for this day month. 





Legislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 6.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


PuivaTe Br1s.—East Retford Borough, Ratcliffe and 
Pilkington Gas, London and North-Western (Additional 
Powers), London and North-Western Railway (Railways 
and Widenings), Dudley and Oldbury Junction Railway, 
Great Northern Railway (Further Powers), and Chelten- 
bam Corporation Water. 
focaL GovERNMENT ProvisionaL Orpers (BrRMINcHAM, 

&c.). Poor Law AMENDMENT. ConsoLipaTeD Funp 

(No. 3). Excuzqurr Bonps (No. 2). 


BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Toca, GoveRNMENT ProvisionaL Orpers (Droitwicu, 
&c.). Exementary Epvcation Provistona Orpers 
ConrirMaTion (MickLEovzR). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Mernorouis ImpRovEMENT Provisional Orpers ConrmRMa- 
mion (BowMAN’S-BUILDINGS, MaryLEBong, &c.). Mgpica 
Act, 1858, Amenpment. Gas AND Wartsr Onpsrs 
ConFIRMATION. 

JUNE 7.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitts. —Marquis of Exeter’s Estate, Clare Slob 
land Reclamation, North-Eastern Railway, Chester Tram- 
ways, Taff Vale Railway, Corporation of London (Various 
Powers), Grand Junction Water, Great Eastern Railway 
(General Powers), Great Southern and Western Railway, 
Metropolitan Board of Works (Plumstead Common), Metro- 
poitan District Railway, Metropolitan Inner Circle Com- 

ion Railway, Bournemouth Gas and Water, Swansea 
vements and Tramways, Thames Conservancy, and 

Bradford Canal Transfer. 

Locat GovernMENT ProvisionaL Orpers (ARTISANS’ AND 
ge Dwe.iines). Monuments (Merzopouis) 

0. 2). 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Loca GoveRNMENT Provisional Orpers (BrrMIncHaM). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brits.—Merrybent and Darlington Railway, 
Cardiff (River Side) Road and Bridge, Newbury Borough 
Gxtension, London and South-Western Railway. 
CoxsoLiateD Funp (No. 3). Excurquer Bonps (No. 2). 

Locat GovernMENT PRovisionAL Orpers (Drorrwicn, 

&c.). Etemenrary Epvucation ProvisionaL OrpER 

Conrirmation (MicKLEovER). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 6.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Apwmatry anp War Orrice (Retirement or Orricers), 
Vatuation or Property. Exection or ALDERMEN 
(Cumunatrve Vorz), 

BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Deytat Practiriongrs. PartiAMENTARY AND MuniciraL 
Reaissration. Ancient Monuments. 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Conwax Brice (Composirion or Dest). 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill for the further relief of innkeepers. (Mr. Wheel- 
bende) pers. ( 


JUNE 7.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 


Tramways Onpers Conrmation (No. 2), Pantta- 
MENTARY AND Municrpat Recistration (ConsoLipaTeD), 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT 


OF JUDICATURE. 


Trinity Srttines, 1878, 
COURT OF APPEAL, 


At Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster, 


App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from orders 
made on interloc- 
utory motns. & 
other apps. 
Wednesday 19.-Appeals. 

Tarsdy. ....20 { Bey SPps & or. 


Tues, Junels 


App.motns,ex pte, 

apps. from orders 

Wednesday..26 < made on interlo- 

cutory motns, & | 

other apps. cece | 

7 § Bkcy. apps, &othr | 

Thursday ..2‘ apps. 
free! ree 

urday ..,.294 4 " 

Monday July 1 ppeals 


Pn o App. mots. expte, 


apps. from orders 
made on interloc- 
utory motns, & 
ed apps. ‘s 
cy. apps. & or. 
Thursdy oo 4 poe - 


Friday 5 


Wednesday 3 


Saturday .. . | Appeals. 


Monday ... 
Tuesday.... 9 
App, mots. ex pte. 
apps. from orders. 
Wednesday..10¢ made on interlo- 
cutory mots, & or 
Bucy s. & or 
Thursdy....11 {apps opps. 


Friday ....12 


fuesday....16 
App. mots. ex pte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday .17< made on interio- 
cutory moins., & 
other apps. 
Thursday ..18 aa’ apps. & or. 
— sooo 
aturday ..20 : 
Monday .. “3 Appeals. 
Tuesday....23 
App. mots. ex pte 
apps. from orders 
mada on inter- 
locutory mot:., & 
other apps. 
Thursday ..25 peo apps and or 
aie wie 
aturday ..2 , 
Monday ....29 Appeals. 
Tuesday... ..50 
App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from crders 
Wednesday.31 < made on interioc- 
utory motos. & 
other apps. 
Bkcy. apps. & 
other apps. 


Wednesday..24 





Thurs, Aug 1 { 


Friday .... : 
Saturday .. sai 
Monday... farms 
Tuesday.... 6 

apps. from ordrs 
made on interloc- 


Wednesday. 7 a 
utory motions & 


App.motns.ex pte, 

other avps. 

Thursday .. 8 — - apps. & othe 

N.B.—Lunacy petitions will be 
taken every Saturday during the 
Sittings. 


HIGH COURT 


CHANCERY 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At the Rolls House. 


Tues. June 18 pe J with Ct. 


pp 
Wednesday 19 Feng adj. sms. 
Thursday 20 


& gen. pa. 

Friday .. wal} General paper. 

( Pets, sht causes, 
Saturday ..225 adj. sumns, and 
gen. pa. 
Monday ..24 

veaal 

Sener z| General paper. 
Thrsdy .--.27 7. 
Friday ....28 { Mots.» a0). soms- 
Pets., sht causes, 
Sat. sees .29 2 Adj. sums. & gen. 


pa 
MondayJaly 1 
Le ene A s i General paper. 


Thaursd, .... 4 aj 
motions. “ 

Friday ...- bem & gen. pa. 
Pets., sht. caus., 

Saturday .. of aa. Sums, and 
gen. pa. 


ccs 9 
Wedsdy.....10 
Thursday ..1i 
Friday...-..12 } & gen. pa. 

Petns, sht causes, 
3 adj. sumns,, and 
gen. pa. 


Mon., «8 
Tuesday General paper. 


Mots., adj. sums., 


Saturday ..1 


‘ruesday ...16 ( General paper. 


OF JUSTICE. 


DIVISION. 
Pets.,sht. causes, 
20 jaa sums., and 
gen. pa. 


Saturday ... 


ooed? 
odd 
Vueeee24( SOneral paper. 
2.25 
.. 26 { Motns. adj. sums 
& gen. 


{ Petus., sht. caus., 
+27 ) adj. sumns., and 
9 gen. pa. 


Saturday 


Monday ....2 
Tuesday, ...30 
Wednesday..31 ¢ General paper. 
Thurs,,Aug 1 
Friday...... ¢\ Motns, adj. sams 
( & gen. pa. 

Petns. sbht. caus. 
Saturday .. 3% Adj. sums. & gen. 
pa. 
Remaining mo‘s, 
remaining pets, 
adj. sums. & gen. 
pa. 


Taesday.... 6 
Wednesday.. 7 
Thursday .. 8 


N.B.—The days, ifany, on which 
the Master of the Rotls shali be 
engaged in a Court of Appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined de- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, aod 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; bat when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Mondays 


Monday .... q 





Monday.... a 


Wednesday. 17 
Thureday ..18 Motns.,adj. sums. 
Friday weve] gen. pa. 


also. 
Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the Genera 
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Paper in prierity to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 


Vv. C. 3m RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 
Ey —_ ee & gen. pa. 
Vednesday.19 
Thursday v0} General paper. 
Friday ....21 ne i pets., 
Saturday . .22 oe sums, & gen. 


ae ag 

Tuesday... General paper. 

a xh 
Thursd....+27.. Mots. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....28 Sht. causes, pets., 


& gen pap. 
Saturday ..29 { Adj. sums. & gen 
MondayJaly 1 


a. 
Tuesdy .... 2 
Wednesday 3 
Thursd.... 4..Motns. & gen. pa. 


Friday sso. 5 Sht. caus., pets., 


& gen. pa. 
Saturday .. 6 Adj. sums. & gen 
Monday.... 8 


pa. 
Tuesday... | General paper. 
Wednesday..10 


Thursday ..11.. Mots. & gen. pa. 


: 9 § Skt. caus., pets. 
Friday ....12 & gen. pa. i 
Saturday ..13 Adj. sums. &gen. 

pa. 


General paper. 








Monday ....15 
Tuesday......16 
Wednesday 17 
Tharsday.. 18..Mots. & gen. pa. | 
Sht. causes, pets. 
Friday ....19 ham. 7. 9 
Saturday . 20} 2. sums. & gen. 


Monday .... 22 


General paper. 


ry General paper. 


ednesda: 
ee en & gen. pa, 
Short causes, pets. 

Friday ....26 i? gen. pa. ' 
Seine nceose Bia 
Monday ....29 

Tuesday cones General paper. 
Wednesday 3 


ae , Aug. 12. Motns, & gen. pa. 


: Remaing mots, 

6 remaining pets, 
Wednesday.. 7 \ adj sums & Gen.pa 
Thursday .. 8 





Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General) 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already) 
appeared in the paper. 

intended to be| 7 
heard asa short cause must be so} 
marked in the cause book at! 
least one clear day before the} 
same can vod a in the paper, 
to be so heard, and the neces-| 
sary pi must be left in| 
eourt with the judge’s officer! 
the day before the cause is to| 
be put into the paper. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Pues., Juncls ber peg sume, 


Wednesday.19 ee 
Thurs, .... 


Priday.... 2 


2 | Genera paper, 
Geturdsy.. 22 = Pets. — caus. & 
Mondey..0.94..10 Senteruytey. 


Tuesday .. 
Wednesday 26} General paper. 


Mts. adj. sums. & 
Thurs......27 ch oe 


g 
Friday ....28,..General paper. 
Sateree00 0429 f 2 Pets. sht. causes, 


2. 
Mon., July 1a 4 a 
Es ae A 3} General paper. 


Thurd .... 4 {moras a cums. 
Friday, .... 5,.General paper. 
Saturday .. 6 ok a sht. caus, 
Monday ...... 8..In Bankruptcy. 
weteelayy’t 7 General paper. 
Thursday ..11 se adj. sums, 


+ pa. 
Friday .e..12, ae paper. 
Saturday ...13 py sht. caus. 


pa. 
+ Sar comer oI Bankruptcy. 
uesday ... 7 | General paper. 


Wedsdy .... iW 
go adj. sums. 
Thursday ..18 { > a + 


Friday .... 19. \Geseral paper. 

Saturday ..29 Mea ant, caus. 

eaty 1-092, .In Bankruptcy. 
uesday ....23 

Wednesday..24 } General paper. 

Thursday ..25 lyre adj. sums. 

Friday ...26} 5) Pets. caus.& 


Saturday .. 27 Bota oh . ‘sht. caus, 
Monday .....29,..In Sodlenoter. 


Tuesday....30 
Wednesday. Sf General paper. 


Thurs., Aug. Ta ~ sums, 
Friday ..+.+ 2..General paper 
Saturday......3 
Monday .... 5/ Rémaining mots., 
Tuesday.... 6 >remaing pets., & 
Wednesday.. : adj. sums. 
Thursday .. 


Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can 2 ete paper to 
be so hea and the neces- 
sary rs must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


Vv. C. Sim CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 


Fare en age & gen. pa. 
ednesday..19 ) 

Thursday : "a9 General paper, 
Friday ....21..Petns & gen. pa, 


Sht. causes, ad 
Saturday ...22 pole Soe i. 
Monday ..24 


Tuesdy.....25 General paper. 
Wednesday 26 

Thurs. .... 27..Mots, & gen. pa, 
Friday .-..28...Pets & gen pa, 


Sht. caus, adj, 
Saturday ..29 sams., & gen, pa. 
Mon., July 


1 
Tuesday .. 2} General paper. 
Wedsdy..., 3 
Thrsdy .... 4..Mots, & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 5..Pets, & gon. pa. 
Sht. causes, adj 
sums. & gen. pa. 
Monday.... 8 


of ener paper. 
Wednesday .10. 
Thrsday....11,.Motns, & gen pa, 


Friday ......12,,Pets, & gen. pa. 


Saturday ..13 li ae age 
Hoatay eoeeld 


° $16{ Genera paper. 
Weinewtay-1 

Tharsday ..18.,,Mote, & gen. pa. 
mumhamamane ys ae & gen, pa, 


Saturday ood? { Pets. .) Short caus, 


& gen. pa. 
Monday ....22 
Tuesday....23 | General paper. 
Wednesday..24 
Tharsday + 2b. «Mtns, & . pa. 
Friday......26..Pets, & Gen, pa. 


Saturday oo 6 





Sht. cans, adj, 
Saturday ..27 sums. & gen. ng 
Monday ....29 


Tuesday ....30 } General paper. 
Wednesday. 31 
Thurs,, Aug 1..Motns, & gen. pa. 
Pets., remaining 
Friday .... 2 motns, & adj. 
sums, 
oe Mopac re- 
maining pets., re- 
Saturday .. 3 maining motns., 
& adj. sums. 


Tuesday... 6 Remainiog pets 

Wednes, 7 remaining motas. 

Thursday .. & adj. sums. 

Further waar bit will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be heard as 
a Short Cause must be so 
marked in the Cause Book at 





—<————SSSSEEEEEEESS 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the 

papers must be leftin court with 
the judge’s officer the day beforg 


the cause is to be put into the 
paper. 


Ms. Justice FRY, 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 

Tues., Junel8 
W ednesday.19 
Thursday ..20 > General paper, 
Friday ....21 
Saturday ..22 
Monday ...-24 
Tuesday...+25 
Wednesday..26 
Thursday ..27 
Friday ....28 
Saturday ..29 
The Trinity Sittingsin Mr, Justies 

Fry’s Court will be sabject to 

the arrangements made for the 

Circuit. 


General paper, 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
APPEALS FROM QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


For JuD@MENT. 


Horne v Rouquette 
Baxendale v Bennett 
Same v Same 
Angus & Co v Dalton 
ree ¥ habay J 
ough v Syer & anr 
Syer v Gough 
For ARGUMENT. 
Lascelles & anr v The Earl of 
Onslow & anr 
v Garlick 
Willson v Newman 
Osy v Volkart 
Fowler v Knoop 
The Sheffield Wagon Company v 
Stratton & ors 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
of England v Rowe 


Drew v Nunn 

This and Swift y Nunn to come on 
together. 

Hunt v The — of London Real 
Property 

Harrison v Y Richardson 

Wright v The New Zealand Ship- 
ping Co 

sae igre ~— e be 
ard, Lock, v Duncan, 
Grant, & Co 

Bond v Green & anr 

Trevener v Watts & anr 

In the Matter of G Bidder ané 

Pc N ne <4 oe Ry Co 
utter 0) e Accringten 
Local Board of Health 


APPEALS FROM EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 


For JupGMENT. 
Crush vy Turner 
For ARGUMENT. 
Davies and ors v Felix and ors 
Bunting v Sargent & ors 
The Wrexham Mold Co v The 
Little Mountain Coal Co 
(Stands over.) 
Randall & Co v Thorn & Co 
Stevenson v Taylor 
The Mayor of the Borough of 
a v Best 
Fish er v Drewitt 
Smith & Son v McDougall 
Etty v Wilson 
Rickard v Moore 
Shaddick v Ths Crown Preserved 


Coal Oo 
Fairclough v Marshall 
Hamand v Leeman 


Straker v Kidd & Co 
(Stands over) 

Cochrane v Matthews 

Meyerhoff & anr v Frochlich 

Daunton v Deacon and auother 

Davies v McNeagh 

Willcock v Terrell 

Hunt v The Wimbledon Loc 
Board 

Spackmen v Gibney 

Lysagbt v Pearson 

Hill v Fowler 

Ayres v The Fulham Board of 
Works 

Girdlestone v The  Bbrightoo 
Aquarium Co 

Payne v Burgess 

Postiewaite v Freeland 

Attenborough v The North Easter 
Railway Co 

Brittain v Rossiter 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


QUEEN’S BENCH, COMMON PLEAS AND 
EXCHEQUER DIVISIONS, 


Trinity Srrtines, 1878. 
The Sittings commence on Tuesday, June 18. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


For Jupoment. 
Hamilton v Johnson 
Back v Robson 
For ARGUMENT, 
Moved Hilary Sittings, 1878 
London, Grant v Hollan 
Denman, J Mr Pollard 
Moved Easter Sittings, 1878. 
om The Queen v Hol- 
A... K 


_ Cole 

bbe Mayv 1s iD, pth 

ir J Stephen ur Collins 
9 haben Marshall v Flint 
Cleasby, Mr Merewether 
Leeds, eds Beau v Parker 
Pollock, B Mr Seymour 
London, Moyoe v Newingtou 


LO Justice Mr Willoughby 
Tried during Sittings. 
Middlx, Harrison v es ant 
Huddleston, B Mr Murphy 

Middlesex, "Hulett v Gardner 

Lord Ooleridge Mr Cave 

es, Watkinson v Jones & 
Ww 


Huddleston, B Mr Day 
London, Ward vy LB &S bie. 
monkey J Oo 
st 
Losdon, "Ward & anr v The viet 
& a Marine Insurance Co 
Polloc' Mr Russell 
Looden’ Bullock & Cov M corrie & 
Co 


Deuman, J Mr Cohes 





ais 


Bee 
Ee 


| 


| 
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SPECIAL PAPER. 
For JupGMENT, 
Nin. 
For ARGUMENT. 
—— &c., Ry. Co. y Appleby & ano. Beis & ano. 


so 

8C Atwood & ice 9 belie Oo. 
(Three judges.) (Two judges.) 8c 
Yester v Knight and another | = 


ENLARGED RULES. 


gusex, The Queen v The Commis- =~ om v W. Partridge, Esq. 
sioners of Sewers of Lewes and 

ae -~ Denon 

Mr. Clare 


Laughton Levels, 

Mr, Brown Hon. A. G. Hardy 
The bourne and Sheerness in the Matter of G. Bidder and 
Qo v Her Majesty’s Secretary — the North Staffordshire Ry Co. 
State for War. Mr Littler Mr. Graham 
Mr, C. Bowen. In the matter of Louis Bennett. 
The v Master G.J,P. Smith. Mr. Gorst Mr Kemp 

Mr. Mr. Atkinson 


APPEALS FROM INFERIOR COURTS ASSIGNED TO QUEEN’S 
BENCH DIVISION. 
For ARGUMENT, 


laester, Symington v Bragg Kent, Newington v Great Eastern 

Bolton, Hindley v Haslam Railway Co 

= Bodmin Union y The Stafford, Garnett v Rowley & ors 
of Plymouth —— Paul & ors vy Sammer- 

Deron, Rossiter v Pike hayes E 

Deby, Sandys v Small Durham, Prest & ors v Wise 


APPEALS FROM INFERIOR COURTS ASSIGNED TO THE 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
For ARGUMENT. 
ee West Worthing York, Kirkwood v The Sheffield 


Commission Loan Co 
iliser, Lovell v Newton — Metchin v Downing & 


»In re the Companies 
‘Act, 1862, aod Industrial Provi- Middlesex, Kelly v Lee & anr 
Sepepenice, Dixon & anr v Jones 


dt Societies Act, 1867 
Sorhampton, Whiteman v 
amen, Wilberforce v Souton 
Middlesex, Thompson v Castle 


Middlesex, Haigh v Boyce 
Quhire, Reddish v Hitchenor Flintshire, Wolstenholme v Davie s 
Glamorgan, Hughes v Rake 


Suex, Markwick vy Denyer & Co 
Glamorgan, Davies v Sams 


APPEALS FROM INFERIOR COURTS ASSIGNED TO THE 
EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
For ArauMenr, 
Yek, Whitehead v Holdsworth & Norfolk, Johnson v Rutter & Son 
wother Buck 


ingham, Crowhurst vy The 
Shophire, Mayer v Farmer 


Amersham Burial Board. 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER, 


For JupoMENT, | ee Kear v Browning 
Walker v Balfour peg A LJ Mr Powell 
alker v The 


ySame Gas Light 
Tee Martella Iron Ore Co ld v er Coke Company 
Allen Manisty, Mr Willis 
ay Long v —. 
landen Brighton & South Coast Manisty, J Mr Holl 
By Oo ¥ Watson Middlesex, Blake v The Albion 
For AxgumEnT. Life Assurance Society 
Moved Easter Sittings, 1878. Lord Coleridge Mr McIntyre 
are Foster v Wright Stafford, Howe v Malkin 
Mr Herschell (June 24) 
dingatar, Hughes v Alice Her- 


»LI Mr Matthews 

» Hughes v Hy. Herbert 

Ld Mr Matthews 

oo v The Ponty 
lo 


Mr Gully 


gallay, LJ Mr Hill 
Middlesex, Oliver v a & Co 
Huddleston, B Mr Finlay 

Manin Barnett v —_ naam 
8 


ey i J Irvine & oo v "Wane 
Cleasby, B Mr Murphy 
London’ Norris v Hopcroft and 
west, Davies v Laws another 

Mr Allen Pollock, B Mr Ho ward 


PEREMPTORY PAPER. 


For Arcument, Palmer v Francq 
mn Tag, &¢,, Li Moulton 
Laing 


In the Matter of Leo — 


D 
Quin ¥ The Metropolitan » 5 > 
5 em 


v The Rossnaanis Cox v Mullis 


Rrabrickers Aktel Bolag 
Atkinson In re Klizaboth Williams 
Anstie 


SPECIAL PAPER. 
Chamberlain vy Bramwell (Clerk) 
(To stand over.) 
Mr Clark 
Mr Clark 


Mr Moulion 


For AncumeEnt, 
dv Brown & aoe 
Mr Russell Dem 
(Stands over.) Same v Wallingford 
) v Foster 


Mr Wills Streeter vy Bankes 
¥ Aves 


Mr Will 
(One Judge.) ” 


EXCHEQUER DIVISION, 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


For JUDGMENT. 
Cleaver v Kirby 

For ARGUMENT. 
Gloucester, Rhos Llantwit Coal 

Co v Mon Railway and Canal Co 
Quain, J . Mr een 
To stand over.) 

Lincoln, Fish and ors vy Hudson 
Field, J 


(Part heard and stands over.) 
Lincoln, Same v Same 
Field, rs 

Moved Easter Sittings, 1878. 
York, McDonough v The North 

Eastern Ry Co 
Pollock, B r Seymour 
ane 7 Bleachley v ha 
J 


Mr Gully 
Derby, Edge v Robinson 
Bramwell, L J Mr Buszard 
Manchester, Bottoms v The Goyt 
Mill Co 
Lopes, J 


Baggallay, L 


Derby, Ellis v Kirby 
Bramwell, LJ Mr Lawrence 
Cardiff, Ellis y The Mayor of 
A stwith 
Lush Mr Hughes 
London, Millsv Usborne, 
Grove, J Mr Wheeler 
Middlesex, Robinson v Benaberg 
Hawkins, J Mr Day 
Middlesex, Highton & another y 
Treherne & anr 
Manisty, J Mr Salter 
Middlesex, Cotterell v —- 
Hawkins, J i 
Middlesex, Dodsworth 4 aur Vv 
Ridgway Brothers 
Huddleston, B Mr McClymont 
Gloucester, Goldsteia vy Graham 
Mr Matthews 
London, Hullett v Seaton 
Lush, J Mr Willis 
Miidlesex, Haycox vy Chetwynd 
uddlestos, B Mr Wi 


SPECIAL PAPER. 


For ARGUMENT. 
Ye ¥ Taylor 


(Part heard. Stands over.) 
Field vy The London and North- 
Western Railway Company 


Hirst v Lazenby 
Dem 

oa v Banner 
Matthews v Dolby 





Dem 
sc Black & ors vy Homersham 
(Part heard.) sc 
yor, ot Garstin v Deane 


(Part heard.) 
Saaueee Local Board vy Temple 
m 


Burrows v Redfern 
Dem 
Hunter v Young and another 


m 
Brogden v Terry 
Den 


MIDDLESEX. 
Trinity Sittre, 1878. 

This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of triaP 
has been given ; and also all actions in the Chancery Division, 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury, 
up to and including 19th June, 1878. 


LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
1 Hall (In Person) v Gill (Rickards & W) 
2 Beeton (Milward & W) v Mason (Mead & D) 
3 West me & P) v De la Warr (Cope & Co) SJ 
4 Woolf (R & E Bastard) v Harris & Co (A Pulbrook) 
5 Balt (Duncan, M W & G) v Moore (Crowdy & Son) 
6 _— (Belfrage & M) v Montefiore (Lewis & Lewis) 
7 


Creed (A J bern! v Millett (Roscoe, H & S) 
8 Kendrick (G J & P Vanderpump) v Scarth (Torr & 


Co) 

Ex 9 Bright & ors (Hargrove & Co) v The Telegraph Con- 
struction, &c, Co (Bircham & Co) SJ 

Ex 10 Berridge (Willoughby & Cox) v Roberts (Harris & 
Godwin) 

QBll SS M & Co) v Elkington & ors (Lum- 


I 
QB 12 Whitaker (J Frost) v Breffit (W Maynard) 
Ex 13 = (Denton, H & B) v Reynolds (Milne, B & M) 


CP l4 a ss (Harper, B & B) v Brown & ors (Janson, C & 


egg 


© Hoon 
Re 


Ex 15 Upton (R H Wilkins) v Heaven (J H Jonas) SJ 
C P 16 Griffiths (M G Geoghegan) v London & St Katharine 
Docks Co (Humphreys & Son) SJ 
Ex 17 Bishop & anr ‘. D Faith) v Black (Pownall & OO 
CP 18 Wilbraham Chapman, T & B) v The Maritime 
& Mariners Insurance Co, limd (Harrisons & 


Son 
QB 19 Mayor, &c, of London (T J Nelson) v Low & anr (W 
Gardener ; M Hawkins) SJ 
Ex 20 Tolme (J B Batten) v Whitby, Redcar & Middles- 
borough Union Ry Co (Tilleard & me 
Ex 21 Steenackers ( Sem J) y Yglesias ( alll & A) 
QB 2 ah Awa ef & Co) v Heynemana &anr (Johnson 
Imslie & Co) SJ 
QQ 238 mua (Shum & Coy v Gowland (Harcourt & M) SJ 
QB 24 Any roa. & Co (Combe & W) v Le Fevre & Co 


Ex 25 Morton (O B Wooler) v Maxwell (J J Keily) | 

Ex 26 Maxwell (J J Keily) v Morton (0 B Wooler) 83 

QB 27 Sawbridge & anr (N Bennett) v Eggar (Walker & Co) 
CP 28 Woodrow Ge ye v The Albion Life Assurance 


Sooiet: wT 
QB 2 Provand ( indo & Co) Y Langton Sane (3B Fox & Co 
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QB 30 Powis (Combe & W) v Tench (Pownall, Son, C & A) Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Chy 31 Dressel NyArox v The Rhenish Westphalian Lloyd anal Cousr or Maszan oF Sun vic 
QB 32 Benjamin (J Frost) v Litten (F A Lewty) — _— a? 
QB 33 The Commissioners of the Admiralty ( & F) v Monday, June.. 17Mr. Farrer Mr. Teesdale Mr. Leach 

Dowthwaite (Maples & Co) SJ Tuesday ...... 18 King Eeihio 
CP 34 Brown (C M borough) ¥ Yorkshire Bank | Wednesday.... Farrer eesdale 
(Bischoff, B & B) S Thursday .... 20 King Holdship Latham 
Ex 35 Cox (H Reid) v Coote (Jones, T & G) Friday........ 21 Farrer oo 
QB 36 Sir R Hill & ors (Bischoff, B & B) v The Managers of | Sturday...... 22 King oldship Latham 
the Metropolitan Asylum District (Few & Co) SJ. V.0.Bacow. V.0. Hutt. Mr. Justigg 
‘QB 87 Milne (G Brown) v Holmes & ors (L Pass, J E Brown, : Fry, 
& GJ & P Vanderpump) Monday, June.. 17Mr. Ward Mr.Milne Mr. Koo 
C P 38 Cabero (W F Nokes) v Mapleson (J & R Gole) Tuesday ...... 18 Pemberton Merivale Clowes 
Ex 39 Howard (Routh & S) v Boosey & Co (R G Marsden) Wednesday.... 19 Ward Milne Koe 
CP 40 Scott (Sorrell & Son) v Pheysey (S H Head) SJ Thursday .... 20 Pemberton Merivale Clowes 
QB 41 Benjamin (M Abrahams & BR) v Higginbottom (FT | Friday........ 21 Ward Milne oe 
Saturday...... 22 Pemberton Merivale Clowes 


Dubois) SJ 
CP 42 — & anr (J L Mathews) v De Mattos (Elmslie F & 


C P 43 Michael (Wilkinson & H) v The East & West India 
Co (Freshfields & W) SJ 
Ex 44 Jobnson & anr (Druce, Sons & J) v Mayhew (S May- 


hew) 

CP 45 Brocklebank & Co (Kisch, Son & H) v King’s Lynn 
Steam Shipping Co (Flux & L) SJ 

QB 46 Hallward Ha ward) v Blanford & ors (C J Curtis, 
G HK Fisher) 

QB 47 The London Financial Assocn limd (Markby T & 8) v 
France (Deane & T) SJ 

QB 48 Joshua (A E Webb) v Green (Hare & 

Ex 49 Palmes (Lake, B & Co) v Hope & anr 
M) (without jury) 

Ex 50 Same (Same) v Beavan (Same) Cotes Jerry) 

Ex 51 Liwydarth Iron, &c, Ce (Houghton & B) v Fearn (A 
S H Jones) 

Ex 62 Mallandin (V 2 v Balfour & ors (Trinder & 
Co; Gregory & Co) SJ 

Ex 53 Gonzalez, Byass & Co (Tamplin, T & J) v Mackenzie 


(s Toppin) 

Chy 54 Trustee of Webb, a bankrupt (A Pulbrook) v Clark 
(White & Sons 

QB 55 Hallett (In Person) v Hallett (Duncan, M & Co) 

QB 56 Marks & avr (Abraham & R) v Weininger (Chapman 


& Co) SJ 

CP 57 Rintoul (J Knight) v ants em U & Co) 

Q B 58 Mayer (A G Ditton) v Robinson (P W Nazer) 

Ex 69 ew fe J Woodfin) v Imperial Discount Co, limd 
wis 

Ex 60 Brooks (Duignan & S) v Phillips & Son (Lewis & L) 

CP 61 Betteley & anr (S Betteley) v toate (Smith, F & 


Son) 
Ex 62 Spiller (C E Goldring) v Baum (Evans & E) 
QB 63 Church (Fitch & F) v Hutton (Tidy, H & T) 
Ex 64 Hallett (Duncan & Co) v Hallett iy Person) 
QB 65 — & ang (C J Davis) v Beck & anr (L Goldberg) 


Ex 66 De la Rosa (O W Oakes) v Barreto (J Harwood) 
QB 67 Gen Share Trust > limd (J S Coleman) v Baum & 


anr (Evans & E) 
QB 68 Young (Janson,C & F) v L & N W Ry Co (RF 
Roberts) SJ 


QB 69 Whistler (J A Rose) v Ruskin (Walker, M & C) SJ 

Ex 70 Searle & Co (J Davis) v Benham (J H Waring) 

C P 71 Heatherington (J B May) v Mansell (Hacon £7) SJ 

C P 72 Rogers (J J Watts) vy Gibbs (V C Chamberlain) 

C P 73 The Bilston & Crump Meadows Colliery Co, limd (As- 
hurst, M C & Co) v Goold & anr (Rogerson & F; 
meee & Co) 8J 

Ex 74 The Liantwitt Black Vein Coal Co (Van Sandau & Co) 

_ _.v Bridell (Randall & ~< 

Ex 75 Abbott (L Barnett) v De Winton (A H Miller) 

Ex 76 Colman (J pose NY Savage (J Scott) 

Ex 77 an oS _ ) v Lon Steam Boat Co (New- 
man & Co 


J 

Q B 78 Thomson CP Lidiard & Co) v Nanson (H C Barker) 
Ex 79 Enthoven (Collette & C) v Jacobson (G M Cooke) 

QB 80 —" (BG Chipperfield) v Smith (W H Ful- 

er 

Ex 81 Lewis (Collyer, B & Co) v Walford (Bevan & D) SJ 
Ex 82 Same (seme) v Heath (Phelps & Ww) 8J ) 

QB 83 Van Dieren (Webster & G) v Oxenham (8S F & H 


Noyes) 
QB & May (A G Ditton) v Hadley & anr (W Maynard) 


F) 
(Shoubridge & 


CP % om & anr (Cope & Co) v Bugden (Clarke & 

CP % Whi (H 8 Hubbard) v Barber (G L Beetholme) 

QB 47 Caterham & Kenley Gas Co, limd (Robi 

Ma 
x v Lewis & L 

CP 89 Mercier (B Hallet) v Annesley (Horn & i) 


(To be continued). 




















SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 17.—Messrs. Jonzs, Lana, & Co., at the Mart, at] pm, 
advowson (see advertisement, this week, P; 4.) 

June 17.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER, at Snare. 
brook, Essex, leasehold property and furniture (see adver. 
tisement, June 1, p. 14.) 

June 17 and 18.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER, a 
the Mart, ‘at 2 p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (a 
advertisement, June 1, pp. 13 and 14.) 

June 19.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFiz Lp, at the Mart, 
2 p.m., freehold property (see advertisements, June 1, p. 9.) 
June 20.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, Tewson & FaRMER, at Ban- 
staple, at 2 p.m., freehold property (see advertisement, Jum 

1, pp. 14 and 15.) 

June 20.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 1 for? 
p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisement, 
this week, p. 4.) 

June 21.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., leu 
hold properties (see advertisements, June 1, p. 7.) 

















BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 












BIRTHS. 
CAMPBELL—June 9, at Woodleigh, Mitcham-common, the wile 
of Robert Campbell, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Danrett—June 8, at 19, ereees, Earl’s-court, the wile 
of F. H. Blackburne Daniell, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Harrer—June 4, at Brentwood, the wife of T. E. Harpe, 
solicitor, of a daughter. 
Jones—June 7, at Brook Cottage, Winkfield, the wife of Richarl 
Jephson Hardman Jones, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
RopGER—June 6, at Caenwood House, Clapham-park, the wil 
of David Rodger, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 









MARRIAGES. 

Cave—Avustin—June 6, at Upton-Bishop, Hercfordshir, 
Edward Lashford Cave, solicitor, of Upton-on-Severn, 
Bessie C., daughter of the late George Austin, solicitor, d 
Shefford, Beds. 

WueLon—SATreRTHWAITE—June 6, at Lancaster, William 
Whelon, of Lancaster, solicitor, to Mary, daughter of William 
Satterthwaite, of Croftlands, Lancaster. 

York—SanDERSON—May 25, at Cheltenham, Henry Moris 
York, solicitor, to Emily Frances, daughter of Thomas Jeam 
Sanderson, Cheltenham. ak 


DE. ° 
Grusp—June 8, at 22, Gordon-street, mien Bo Edwarl 
Grubb, barrister-at-law, of Gray’s-inn and Middle Temp, 
and Clerk of Records and Writs, aged 79. 


F —emeee « x 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, June 7, 1878. 

Baylis, Alexander John, Edgar Alexander Baylis, and Robert Peares, 

Church court, Old Jewry, Solicitors, June 1 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 

Fripay, June 7, 1878. 

Limirep ut Cuancery. 

Brynkinalt Collieries, Limited.—Croditors are require, on of befort 
July 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars a 
their debts or claims, to Charles Robert Miles, Coleman st. W 

day, July 24, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating ups 
the debts and claims 

Electro Stannus Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an ordi 
dated April 45, appeanee Charles Taaffe, Waterloo st, Birmingha®, 
to be jal liquidator 

Ivy House and Northwood Colliery Company, Limited.—The 

as fixed Wednesday, June 19, at 12, at his chambers, as the @ 
and place for the appointment of an official liquida 















































tor 
Nottingham Albert Hall Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
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ted Jane 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on June 21. 
and Co, Bedford row, agents for Acton, Nottingham, solici- 


tor for the Sango 
gan Pedro (Chili) Copper Mining Company, Limited.—By an order, 
dated May 10, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 


above company be continued, Bailey, Tokenhouse yard, solicitor for 


mers 

and Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before 

Jnly 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 

or claims, to John Adamson, Norfolk st, Manchester. Monday, 

July 15, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debis and claims 


Tvurspay, June 11, 1878. 
LiMiTED In CHANCERY. 

Bilwood Green Colliery and Brick Company, Limited.—By an order 
by the M.R, dated May 31, it was ordered that the above com- 
be.wound up. Roberts, Coleman st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Leeds Confectionary Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 

Hall, dated June 1, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Paterson and Co, Chancery lane, 

for Walker, Leeds, solicitor‘for the petitioners 

Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order mad3 by the M.R. 
dated June 7, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Russel, Coleman st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Bohemian Collieries Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the M.R, dated June 1, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners 

Yottingham Albert Hall Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
ted June 6, directed to be heard before the M.R. on June 22. 
and Co, Lincoln’sinn fields, agents for Richards and Wood- 

yard, Nottingham, solicitors for the petitioners 

7, Mathews and Sons, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, 

dated May 31, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. Sandys and Trevenen, Chancery lane, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 

TuzspDay, June 11, 1878. 


New Wheal Hendra Mining Company.—By an order made by the Vice- 
Warden, it was ordered that the above company should be wound 
w. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 

Sguth Wheal Margaret Mining Company.—By an order made by the 
Vice-Warden, it was ordered that the above company should be 
wound up. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, June 7, 1878. 


loreand Unity Lodge of United Sisters, Shrewsbury Hotel, Alton, nr 
Cheadle, Stafford. June 4 

Tre Britons’ Lodge of Oddfellows, Belbroughton, Worcester. June 1! 

Witham Tradesmen’s Economic Provident Benefit Society, Spotted 
Dog Inn, Witham, Essex. June 4 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, May 24, 1878. 

Rallett, Henry Hughes, Lincoln’s inn fields, Gent, June 20. Knatch- 
will y. Hallett, V.C. Malins. Humphreys, Giltspur chambers, 
Holborn Viaduct 

la, William, Burslem, Innkeeper. June20. Leavy. Lea, V.C. Malins. 
Bilis, Burslem : 

Mackenzie, Robert, West Smithfield, Butchers’ Clothier. June 20 
Shearer v. McDermott, V.C. Malins, Godfrey, Gresham buildings, 
Guildhall 


Pham, Frances Troughton, Gloucester rd, Regent’s Park, June 21. 
v. Parham, M.R. Wainwright, Staple Inn 
Szith, William Purdue, Kempsey, Worcester, Esq. June 15, Aubin 
¥. Tylee, V.C. Malins. Mortimer, Romsey 
Tuespay, May 28, 1878. 
Gegy, Joseph, Oldham, Gent. July 1. Clegg v. Clegg, M.R. Roun- 
Oldha 


m 

Prince, Henrietta Julia, Southsea, June 29, Brack vy. Girdwood, V.C, 
Hall. Nelson, Sunderland 

Rowlands, John Fothergill, Epsom, Gent. Jane 29. Myers-Meakin v. 
Rowlands, V.C. Malins. Hall, Finsbury pavement 

Fripay, May 31, 1878. 

Beam, Charles, Royston, Cambridge, Esq. July 1. Beldamv. Vaughan 
V.C. Hall. Hepburn, Bird-in-Hand-ct, Cheapside 

Collingham, James, Keighley, York, Worsted Spinner. Jnly1. Burad- 
| Banking Compavy v. Collingham, V.C, Malins, Killick, Brad- 


Garrick, Thomas, Paul’s road, Mile End Old Town. Junel, Garrick 
v. Jeffery, V.C. Bacon. Vincent, Budge row 
wood, Thomas, Calverloy Bridge, Leeds, Farmer, June 29, Orr. 
¥. Greenwood, v.G, Malins. McGowan, Bradford 
Tuxrspay, June 4, 1878, 
Babb, George, New Bond st, Librarian. July 1. Bubb v. Padwick, 
V.C, Malins. Holt, Charles st, St James sq 
ht, Thomas, Wheaton Aston, Stafford, Farmer, June 30. 
Bate v. Bate, V.C. Bacon. Heane, Newport 
Jones, Edmund, Howley place, Lambeth, Printer’s Compositor. June 
- Kildrey v. Jones, M.R. Merediihs and Go, New aq, Lincoln’s 


Tate, George, Skircoat, Halifax, Innkeeper. July 2, Milligan v. Har- 
fins, District Registrar, at Halifux, Ingram and Huntriss, Hali- 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claw. 
Frivay, May 24, 1878, 
Andrews, Francis George, St Leonard’s on Sea, Draper. July 4. 
William Thomas Makey, Norman rd, St Leonard’s on Sea 
Thomas, Mount place, Whitechapel, Gent, June 30. East- 


Oroaby 
Batoholar, John, Dagnall, Bucks, Brewer. July 10. Newton, Leighton 





Bell, Samuel Alexander, Snaresbrook, Essex. July 15. Paine 
ad Os, Guten Hows, OU Beal. Ye 
» Hastings, Esq. July 1. Barlow and Bowlings, 


’ 

st, St 

_— William iam, Wellington, Hereford, Farmer, Aug2. Humfrys, 

erefo) 
— , Margaret, Witton Gilbert, Durham. June 15. Chamber 
am 

Broadwood, Henry, Lansdowne, Tunbridge Wells, Esq. July 15, 
Ellis and Ellis, Spring gardens, Westminster . 

Buchanan, James Maxey, Port Hill, Stafford, Esq. June 2!. Knight, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Cole, William, Bristol, Gent. July 8. Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Crump, Elizabeth, Handsworth, Stafford, June 29. Harding and Son, 
Birmingham 

Davies, John, Runcorn, Cheshire, Merchant. June 24. Linaker and 
Hitchen, Runco-n 

Dickenson, Thomas, Nantwich, Cheshire, Gent. July 1. Boydell and 
Co, Chester 

Edwards, William. Menutton, Salop, Farmer. Aug 16, Stephens, 

Evans, Charles, Wrexham, Brewer. July 13. James, Wrexham 

Evans, Mary, Ruabon rd, Wrexham. July 13. James, Wrexham 

Faber, Charles Wilson, Northaw, Potters Bar, Herts, Esq. July 22. 
Meynell and Pemberton, Whitehall place 

Farr, John, Hasley st, Chelsea, Gent. July 1. Child, William st, 
Albert gate 

Flower, John Swan, Denmark hill, Surgeon. Jane 24, Smith and 
Son, Furnival’s inn 

Froggatt, John, Clay Cross, Derby, Innkeeper. July 25. Bunting, 
Chesterfield 

Gardener, Eliza, St Leonard’s-on-Sea. June 21. Norris and Carless, 
St Leonard’s-on-Sea 

George, John, Southgate, Esq. Aug 1, Gush and Phillips, Finsbury 


circus 

Goodchild, William, Stockwell rd, Gent. July 1. Vallance and Val- 
lance, Essex st, Strand 

— Orton, Westmoreland, Yeoman. July 6. Thompson, 

ppleby 

Jackson, John, North End Lodge, Hampstead, Solicitor. July 24. 
Young and Co, Essex st, Strand 

Johnson, Isaac, Cambridge, Gent. Jane 24. Grain, Cambridge 

Lawson, John, Crawcrook, Durham, Innkeeper. Juns 3. Radford 
and Son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

a Charles George, Cardiff. June 15. Morgan and Scott, 

Nixon, Allan, Liverpool, Plumber. June 22. Martin, Liverpool 

Pett, Joseph, Wiggenha!!, Norfolk, Farmer, July 1. Reed and Way- 
man, Downham Market 

Poniton, Samuel, Aldgate High st, Carcase Butcher. Augi, Gardner 
St Mary Axe, Leadenhall st 

Symonds, Rey Benjamin Parsons, Oxford. July 10. Norton and Co, 


Victoria st, Westminster 
Gateshead, Brewer’s Agent. June 10. 


Thompson, James Hume, 
Robson, Gateshead 

—— kliza Margaretta, Upper Norwood. July 1. Vining, Farni- 
val’s inn 

Waish, James, Sharples-cum-Astley Bridge, Lancashire, Gent. June 29, 
Ainsworth, Blackburn 

Willey, Frances Maria, Walton place, Hans place. Jaly 24. Webb, 
Queen Victoria st 

Woods, Emma, Montrose House, Brixton Hill, July 20. Bilton, 


Coleman st 
TorspDay, May 28, 1878. 


Banner, Thomas, Lower Whitley, Cheshire, Gent. July 31. Brock, 
Warrington 

Bigg, William, Luton, Bedford, Gent. July 1. Cooke, Luton 

Bolton, George, Billington, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Jane 17. East- 
ham, Clitheroe 

Bowker, |Alexander, Dersingham, Norfolk, Esq. July 24. Thomson 
and Ward, Bedford row 

Briggs, Benjamin, Idle, nr Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. July 27. 
Watson and Dickons, Bradford 

Blackmore, Elizabeth, Taunton, Somerset. Junel4. Kite, Taunton 

Broad, Thomas, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Farmer. Jaly 1. Canning 
and Canning, Birmingham 

Burnes, Hamilton Farquhar Holmes, Upper Montaga st, Montagu sq, 
ee Captain in H. M.’s Bombay Army. Turner, King st, Cheap- 
side 

Burton, Thomasin, Low Fell, Gateshead. June 30. Dees and Thomp- 
son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Cawthorn, Arthur Lawrence. Woodbury Down Cottage, Stoke Newing- 
ton, Stock Broker. July 1. Francis, Austin Friats 

Chester, William, Swinnerton, Stafiord, Farmer. June 24. Slaney and 
Son, Newcastle ° 

Ceoper, Edmund, Tyndall’s Park, Bristol, Corn Factor. June 24. 
Sweet and Burroughs, Bristol 

Cory, Susan Elizabeth Chichester, Clapham rd, Kennington. July 6. 
Burton and Scorer, Lincoln 

Court, Thomas, Birmingham, Shoeing Smith. June 29, Coleman and 


Co, Birmingham 

Evans, David, Brynmaur, Brecon, Gent. July 10, Lioyd, Lam- 
peter 

Evans, Richard, Rushock, Hereford, Farmer, June 24, Bodenham 
and Temple, Kington 

eg William, Norwich, Leather Merchant. June 15, Kent, Nor- 
wie! 

Caen Jemima, Kew Bridge, Brentford. July 5. Clarke, Birming- 

Gawkroger, John Mitchell, Leeds, Ironmonger, Jaly 13. Middleton 
and Sons, Leeds : 

Gwilt, John, Carlton chambers, Regent st, Major-General, Aug 1. 
Farrer and Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Heap, senna Ramedottom, Lancashire, Stone Dealer, June 29, 


Houston, Henry, Frome, Cloth Manufacturer, July 15. Dann and 
Payne, Frome 
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Kendall, William, Exeter, - Juyl. J Exeter # 

ion Mary, eset h —~ Sing Taly: 1. and Osnning, 
Birmingham 

on Edgbaston, Warwick. July 1. Canning and Canning, 
Birmingham 

Machin, ‘Alfred, Hanley, Advertising Agent. June 22. Griffith, New- 

t! 
Nixon, Joseph, Bowden, Cheshire, Chemist. June 17, Grundy and 


Co, Bury 

Raper, Jane, Haxby Hall, York. July 1. Russell, York 

Simpeon, Satnuel, Medina 34 Holloway, Retired ‘Licensed Victualler. 
July 20. Sole an Aldermanbury 

Steel, | Lucy, De Laune road, Kenningten, July 20. Mallam, Staple 
nn 


i 

Stevens, Annie, Bedford. June 22, Middleton, Dunstable 

Stevenson, James, Nottingham, Grocer. July 1. Butlin and Parr, 

Nottingham 

Tayler, Christopher, Trowbridge, Gent. July 1. Clark and Collins, 

Trowbridge ‘ 

Telfer, James, Hackney-rd, Pawnbroker. July 1. Harris, Bishops- 
gate churchyard 

Wood, William Turner, Dunscombe rd, Hornsey rise, Esq. Ju'y 20. 
Hine and Co, College hill 

Faway, May 31, 1878. 

Andrew, Mary Jane, Upper park place, Dorset sq. July 1, Ford, 
South eq, Gray’sinn 

Ball, William, sen, Newbold Moor, Derby, Beerhouse keeper, July 1. 
Gratton and Marsden, Chesterfield 

Bidgood, Henry, Marlborough hill, St John’s Wood. July8. Richards. 
Warwick st, Regent st 

Bowdery, Mary, Canonbury sq, Islington. July 9, Wilson, Bedford 


row 
Bowdon, John Butler, Plessington Hall, Lancashire, Esq. Aug 1. 
Gilbertson, Preston : 
Crompton, John, Harborne, Stafford, Gent. July8. Reece and Harris, 
Birmingham 
a Capel, Grosvenor st; Esq. July 1. Lowe, Tanfield court, 
emple x 
Currie, James; West Lavington, Sussex. July 15. Soames, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
Evans, Hannah, the Cliffe, Higher Sturdfield, Cheshire. July 15. 
Brocklehurst and Co, Macclesfield 
Foreman, Thomas Lambert, Horsmonden, Kent, Miller. June 14. 
Hinds, Gondhurst a 
Habbershaw, Eliza, Kingston-upon-Hull, July 1. Priestman, King- 
ston-upon-Hull 
Hartnoll, Jane, Tichborne st, Regent st. July 12. Truefitt and Gane, 
Bishopsgate st Within 
Hayward, Henry, Belsize park gardens, St John’s Wood, Esq. Aug 1. 
Dowse, New inn 
Sean, William, Manchester, Fent Dealer. June 1, Rowley, Man- 
chester 
Maher, Matthias, Sydney place, Brixton rise, Esq. July 4. Van San- 
dau and Cumming, King st, Cheapside 
Marsh, Sarah Ann, Grosvenor sq. July 15, Jameson, Verulam build- 
ings, Gray’s inn 
Martinson, Elizabeth Ann, Wellington lane,Hounslow, July1. Wood- 
bridge and Sons, Clifford’s inn, Fieet st 
Mayers, John Perkins, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Esq. July 20, 
Clowes and Co, King’s bench walk, Temple 
Melv"'l, Margaret Alice, Knowle, Devon. July 31. Slee and Co, 
Parish st, Southwark 
Mews, Emma, Victoria terrace, Hammersmith. July 20. Hine and Co 
College hill 
Newton, James, Highclere, Sydenham, Fire Brick Merchant. July 17 
Diggles, Hibernia chambers, London Bridge 
Pakenham, Catherine Mary, Bath. July 15. Gibbs, Bath 
Parnell, Charles Jocelyn, Victoria st, Westminster, Architect. July 31. 
Thomas, Regent st 
Pilling, Isaac, Shaw Bridge, Halifax, Grocer. July 11. Stansfield and 
fr, Todmorden 
—= Caroline Lewis, Eardisley Hereford. Aug 2. Humfrys, Here- 
or 
=, Thomas, Cladswell, Worcester, Farmer. July 1. Jones, 
cester 
Quiney, Richard, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farmer. Jaly 20, Rich- 
» ards, Redditch 
Thomas, Henry, Right Hon, Earl of Ravensworth, Ravensworth Castle, 
Durham. July 10. Bennett and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
— Henry, Harford, Devon, Esq. July 30. Carr, St Mildrod’s ct. 
oultry 
— Richard, Woolwich, Kent,’ Bookseller. July 31. Peters, Old Kent 


r 

Robinson, George, Tarpoley, Cheshire, Gent. July 1. Walker and 
Smith, Abbey gateway, Chester 

Rolls, Edward, Swainswick, nr Bath, Esq. July 6, Carrill and Son, 
Fenchurch st 
chonemann, Rosina, Peckham rd. Camberwell. July 15. Champion 
and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

— Ellen, Upper Norwood. July 13. Clift, Church rd, Upper 

orw. 

Slade, Richard, Lytchett Minster, Dorset, Gent. July 11. Marshfield 
and Hatchings, Wareham 

Staddon, Mary, Plymouth. July 1. Edmonds and Son, Plymouth 

Twitchin, Lucy, Southington, Hants, July 24. Wooldridge and Son, 
Winchester 

Wheler, Sir Francis, Leamington Hastings, Warwick, General in H M’s 
Army. July 10. Hume and Co, Great James st, Bedford row 


Tonspay, June 4, 1878. 

Allan, Robert, Regent sq, St Pancras, Surgeon. July 31. Tompson 
and Co, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn 

Austen, Thomas, Smarden, Kent, Farmer, June 20. Hinds, Goud- 
burst, Kent 

Batho, Joseph Alexander, Brighton, Esq. Augi, Aldridge, Montagu 
place, Russell sq 

Bick, Joseph, Stoke Orchard, Gloucester, Yeoman. June 30. Moores 

and Romney, Tewkesbury 








—=, 
Bisset, Thomas, Pontefract, Clerk. July 13. Coleman and Co, Pontefract 
=— Robert, Stratford, Essex, Ship Owner. July 15, Cook, Mark 


e 
Boag, Norris, Mount st, Grosvenor sq, Gent. July 51, Edmunds 

Brides avenue, de * , & 
Cater, William, Cold Ashton, Gloucester, Farmer. Septl. Maule and 


J . 
‘ re wien! Henry, Cobham, Esq. July 25. White and Co, Grea 


Curling, ia, Ramsgate. July 6. Daniel, te 

Corriss, Thomas, Worksop, Nottingham, Retired Taly 9, 
Coulson, Worksop 

peenge Sarah, Deptford, Kent. July 10, Sandom and Oo, Grate. 
chureh 5) 

Eden, Anne Penelope, Liverpool. Juee 30, Anthony and Imlach 

eiiterpool 1B " t, Old Ford, out of ia i 
lliott, Samuel Bryan, Lacy s Ford, out 0: % 
Oldershaw, Bell yard, Doetor’s com c Jaly 1, 

Francis, Joho, Doncaster, York,Gent. :July 1. Collinson and Co, Do. 
caster 

Fuggle, Mary Ann, Tonbridge, Kent. Augl. Stenning, Tonbri 

Grantley, Right Honourable Charlotte Earle Dowager Liss, Guildiec, 
Augl, Young and = ys sts = rays 

Groobey, George, Sheffie ‘ota: erchan' u « Broomhesd 
and Co, Sheffield . . 

Hagan, Hugh, Rock Ferry, nr Birkenhead, Accountant. July 8, 
Quinn, Liverpool : 

ie James Green, Fingringhoe, Essex, Farmer. July 14, Wittey, 

ester 
untngen, Nathaniel, Liverpoo), Flour Dealer. July 13. Tohneon, 
iverpool 

Jones, Horatio Augustus Trafford, Liverpool, Mariner. July 8, Quig- 
gin, Liverpool 

—— Edwin, Guildford, Linendraper. Aug 1, Russell, Guid. 


for 

Laundy, Edwin, Birmingham, Accountant. Aug 1. Wills and Newey, 
Birmingham 

Legerton, Joseph Dixon, Heavitree, nr Exeter, Gent. July1l. Hag. 
gins, Exeter 

Lulham, Thomas, Brighton, Boot Manufacturer, Aug 31. Stevens and 
Son, Brighton 

Nevile, Rev Christopher, Newark, Notts. July 13, Bailey and Qo, 
Berners st 

Palatiano, Countess de Elizabeth Anne, Clifton, Bristol. Ang 1. 
Fussail and Oo, Bristol 

Phillips, Hugo Moreton, Stirchley, Salop, Clerk. July 12. Phillips 
and Co, Shifnal 

Robson, Cuthbert, Winlaton, Durham, Painter. Aug 31. Hodge, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Simpson, Joseph Horatio, Sheffield, File Manager. July 31. Broom 
head and Co, Sheffield 

Smyth, John Tapp, Liverpool, Tanner. Aug 1. Norris and Som, 
Liverpool 

a, Benjamin, Plymouth, Merchant. July 6. Pridham and 0o, 

ymou 
a a Sheffield, Innkeeper, Sept1. Broomhead and Co, Shef- 


e 
bay ya George, Norton, Durham, M.D. July 14. Cartmell, Car- 


le 
Travis, Edmund Cocker, Manchester, Ironmonger. July 13, Hall 
and Son, Manchester 5 
Tricker, James, Bildeston, Suffolk, Harness Maker. June 25, Talbot, 
Lincoln’s inn fieids 
‘Wests, Bitert, Bristol, Licensed Victualler, Aug 1. Fussell and Go, 
risto. 
Whitworth, Robert, The Knowle, Upper Norwood, Barrister at Law, 
Aug 31. Becke and Green, Northampton 
i Thomas, Carlisle, Gent. July 1. Wright and Brown, Cat 
sle 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, June 7, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Havilland, Saumarez de, King’s Bench walk, Temple, Barrister at Law. 
Pet June 3. Brougham. June 18 at 1 


Pullinger, Alfred William, Homerton, Draper, Pet June 4. Hazlitt. 

June 26 at 1L 
To Surrender in the Country, 

Calvert, William, Liverpool, Tailor. Pet May 31. Cooper. Liverpool 
June 17 wt 12 

Dowling, John, Liverpool, Hydropathist Practitioner. Pet June |, 
Cooper. Liverpool, June 18 at 12 

Fordy, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper, Pet June 4, More 
timer. Newcastle, June 18 at 11 

Haswel|, Charles, Guisborough, York, Builder. Pet June 3, Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, June 21 at 2.30 

Hurst, Thomas Waugh, Carlisle, Timber Merchant. Pet June 3. Nor- 
man. Carlisle, June 18 at 11 

Kingcome, Frederick, Liverpool, Sail Maker. Pet June 5. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, June 20 at 12 

Newcombe, Maria Clara, Cotham, Bristol, Pet June 5. Harley. 
Bristol, June 26 at 2 

Noakes, Walter, Mark Cross, nr Tunbridge Wells, Cattle Dealer. Pet 
June 5. Oripps. Tunbridge Wells, Jane 21 at 4 

Roberts, Edward, Liverpool, Solicitor. Pet June 4, Bellringer. 
Liverpool, June 19 at 12 

Shattock, Mark, South row, Blackheath, Tutor. Pet June 4, Pitt- 
Taylor. Greenwich, June 25 at 2 

Waterhouse, Richard Maudson, Adlingfleet, York, Farmer, Pet Jane 
38. Mason. Wakefield, June 22 at 11 

Wood, George, Bidborough, Kent, Miller. PetJane 3, Cripps, Tan 
bridge Wells, June 21 at 3 

Wright, Mitchell, Bradford, out of business. Pet June 3, Leo. 

Bradford, June 18 at 9 
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Tuxepay, July 11, 1878. : Flannery, Jeremiah Maloney, Tottenham court Fancy Draper. 
Under thé Bankruptcy Act, 1869. June 24 at 3.at offices of Beard aud Sons, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. Nrance, Themes Rotherham, Clothier, June 21 at 12 at8, Westgate. 
fo Surrender in London. Marsh 
xmanv, Char Addle Spring- French, Benjamin, Featherstone buildings, Holborn, Wholesale Fancy 
‘Jane 98 at ll eer: ee mie. Seether. June 17 at 3 at offices of Wright, Walbrook 


Charles, and Jules Sauquet, Fen court, Fenchurch st, Foreign 

Provision Dealer. Pet June 6. Murray. June 26 at 12 

Jait, James — —_ rd, Notting hill, Brewer. Pet June 5. 

urray. June at 1 

quich, arriet Gilby, Rathbone place, Oxford st. PetJune 7. Spring- 

Rice. June 21 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Anderson, Archibald, South Gosforth, Northumberland, Farmer, 

“Pet June 6. Mortimer. Newcastle, June 22 at 11 

Cobby, James, New Shoreham, Sussex, Publican. PetJune7, Hver- 
shed. Brighton, July 5 at 11 

Dicken, Decimus John, Edingale, Stafford, Farmer. Pet May 28. 
Cole. Birmingham, June 25 at 2 

@olley, Richard, Batley Carr, nr Dewsbury, Builder, Pet} June 5, 
Nelson. Dewsbury, June 27 at 1 

Welville, George Clough, Marchester, Auctioneer. Pet June 8. 
‘Lister. Manchester, July 8 at 11 

Newman, Collett, Gloucester, Horse Dealer. Pet June 7. Riddiford. 
Gloucester, June 28 at 12 

falter, William, and Frederick James Salter, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, 
Hotel Keepers. Pet June 5. Blake. Newport, June 22 at 12 

Qolki, Marks, Sheffield, Jeweller. Pet June 6. Wake. Sheffield, 
June 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tvurspay, June 11, 1878, 
Cathcart, Reginald Archibald Edward, Christiania, Norway, late Capt 
Coldstream Guards. June 7, 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, June 7, 1878, 
Sbott, John, Kingstcn-upon-Hull, Oil Merchant. Jane 17 at 3 at 
of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Adamson, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Builder. May 30 at 11 at the 
gecbenge chambers, Ramsgate, Stockton-on-Tees. Best, Stockton- 
on-Tees 
Allan, Robert, Salford, Lancashire, Tailor, June 26 at 3 at offices of 
Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 
Astley, Alice, Blackburn, Hat Dealer. June 21 at 11 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Polding, Blackburn 
Barmby, Thomas, Leeds, Wholesale Bookseller. June 19 at 3 at 
Wharton’s Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Weston, Leeds 
Barnes, Andrew William Frederick, New Barnet, Hertford, Tobacconist, 
Jnne 22 at 12 at 28, Bedford st, Covent Garden 
Barrett, James Samuel, Cannon st rd, St Georges in the East, Grocer. 
June 15 at 10 at offices of Wilsher, New Cross rd 
Beales, John, Holland rd, Kensington, Carriage Proprietor. Jane 18 
at 3 at offices of Whitwell, King st, Cheapside 
Beane, William, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Coal Merchant. June 19 at 4 
at offices of Stone and Simpson, Church rd, Tunbridge Wells 
Beardsley, Albert, Ikeston, Darby, Baker. June 24 at 12 at offices of 
Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 
Beckett, James, Catforth, Woodplumpton, Farmer. June 21 at 3 at 
offices of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Booth John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Merchant. June 21 at 3 at 
offices of Jordeson and Whiteing, County buildings, Kingston-upon- 


Hall 
Bradwell, Thomas Henry, Ripon, York, Wime Merchant. June 18 at 12 
at offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, North Station Parade, Harro- 


gate 
Brightman, John Frederick, White st, Southwark, Grocer. June 27 at 
2 at offices of Allin and Greenop, St Peter’s alley, Cornhill 
Brocklehurst, Joseph, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Butcher. 
June 26 at 3 at the King’s Arms Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. 
Clayton, Manchester i 
» Aaron, Southborough, Kent, Builder. June 17 at 12 at the 
Camden Hotel, Tunbridge Wells, Andrew and Cheale, Calverley 
Mount, Tunbridge Wells 
, John, Sunderland, Baker. June 17 at 3 at offices of Fairclough, 
West Sunniside, Sunderland 
William Joseph, Roath, Cardiff, Cabinet Maker. June 18 at 3 
at offices of Munn and Kennard, Cockerbtown, Cardiff 
Bashell, George, Norwich, Grocer. June 19 at 12 at offices of Chittock 
and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 
Cherrington, William, Rawmarsh, York, Grocer. June 25 at 11 at 
offices of Oxley and Co, Westgate, Rotherham 
inch, William James, Cheltenham, Brewer. June 25 at 3 at offices 
of Ticehurst and Sons, Essex place, Cheltenham 
Comer, James, Newport, Builder. June 2) at 11 at officesof Lloyd and 
pie, Bank chambers, Newport 
Crossley, Fielden, Liverpool, Felimonger. Jane 2t at 2 at 1, Public 
Room, Clarendon Rooms, South Joha st, Liverpool. Williams, 


al 
Crossley, John, Halifax, Dyer. June 21 at 11 at offices of Jubb, Harri- 
Son rd, Halifax 
ham, Thomas, Dudley Hill, near Bradford, York, Ironmonger. 
June 19 at 11 at offices of Singleton, Bradford 
Vies, Noah, Stockton-on-Tees, Cab Proprietor. Jane 18 at 11 at 
Market Cross chambers, Stockton-on-Tees. Best 
vies, Philip Lewis, Oarmarthen, Tailor. June 19 at 12 at the Guiid- 
hall, Carmarthen 
Archibald, Gyffin, Carnarvon, Commission Agent. June 24 
at 3 at offices of Jones, Conway 
» Edward, Liverpool, Oil Refiner. June 18 at 3 at offices of Yates 
and Co, Water st, Liverpool 
Brian, and Norman Duppa, Chorley, Salop, Farmers. June 22 
at 11 at offices of Backhouse, Whitburn st, Bridgnorth 
Hiverds, Semuel Edward, Manea, Cambridge. 
at a vag te Ely. ag wn 
» Henry ry, West Ham, Essex, Oilman. 
offices of Willis, Charles 2q 


» Grocer. June 26 at 2.30 
June 18 at 4 at 





Garrett, Thomas, jun, Fighting Cocks, Durham, Shoemaker. June 20 
at 11 at offices of Robinson, Cha’ lane, 
Gilbert, Joseph, Jewin court, Cripplegate, Linen Collar Manufacturer, 
July 2 at 2 at offices of Davis, Moorgate st 
Graham, Joseph, Handsworth, Stafford, Tobacconist. June 20 at 3 at 
offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, ingham 
28, Ne ham, General Draper. June 25 at 2 at the 
Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Rowley, Manchester 
Edward Arthur Holloway rd, Hosier. June 17 at 3 at offices of 
Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Butcher, Bouverie st, Fleet st 
Griffiths, David, Swansea, Woollen Manufacturer. June 21 at 11 at 
offices of Hartland and Co, Rutland st, Swansea 
Guy, Henry, Bennett st, Blackfriars, Merchant’s Clerk. June 20 at 1 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Ingle and Co, Threadneedle st 
Hill, William, Liverpool, Livery Stable Proprietor. June 28at 11 at 
offices of Connor, Ranelagh st, Liverpool. Nordon and Mason, Liver- 


pool 

Hnughes, Sarah Hopkins, Bushley, Worcester, out of business. June 
20 at 11 at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 

Hutchinson, James, Lampton rd, H low, Clerk of Works. June 21 
at 11 at offices of Tindale, Essex st, Strand 

Jackson, John, Manningham, York, Broker. June 19 at 11 at offices 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Jeffrey, Alexander Colquhoun, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. June 
19 at the Law Association Rooms, 14, Cook st, Liverpool, in lieu of 
the place originally named 

Johnson, Thomas, Middleton, Suffolk, Retired Farmer. June 24 at 3 
at im White Hart Hotel, Saxmundham. Wiltshire, Great Yar- 
mou 

Jones, George, Birmingham, out of business. June 19 at2 at the 
Beli Hotel, Gloucester. Perry, Birmingham 

Jones, Henry James, Swansea, Metal Broker. June 18 at 2 at offices 
of Strick and Bellingham, Fisher st, Swansea 

Jones, John Parry, Penhafodlas, Carnarvon, Quarryman. June 19 at 
3 at the Castle Hotel, Carnarvon. Roberts, Carnarvon 

Jones, Martin, Tunstall, Grocer, and Seth Booth Jones, Burslem, 
Builder. June 18 at 2.39 at offices of Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Ketley, Jonathan, and Joseph Jonathan Ketley, Birmingham, Irov- 
founders, June 24 at 3 at offices of Rowland and Bagnall, Colmore 
row, Birmingham 

Laundon, John Crosslev, Belgrave, nt Leicestar, Commission Agent. 
June 19 at 3 at offices of Loseby and Brutton, Market place, 
Leicester 

Laycock, William, and Arthur Laycock, Keighley, York. Timber Mer- 
chants. June 18 at 2.30 at the Victoria Hotel, Bradford. Wright 
and Waterworth, Keighley 

Leadsom, Archibald Wolley, Liverpool, out of business. June 20 at 
12 at offices of Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Leather, Simeon, Oakmere, Cheshire, Farmer. June 20 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Cheshire. Fletcher 

Leaver, Isaac, Barrow-in-Farness, Auctioneer. June 17 at 11 atthe 
Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in-Farness 

Lever, Robert, Bury, Lancashire, Tailor. June 25 at 3 at the King’s 
Arms, Market place, Heywood. Harris, Heywood 

Lill, Richard, Deptford, Commission Agent. June 24 at 3 at offices of 
Marchant and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st 

Line, Walter Edward, Small heath, Birmingh Jeweller. June 15 
at 12 at offices of Joynt, New st, Birmingham 

Livingston, James, Bradford, out of business. June 19 at 3at the 
Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford. Wood and Co, Bradford 

Lloyd, Thomas, Worms’ Ash, nr Bromsgrove, Greengrocer. June 15 
at 3at the Golden Lion Inn, Bromsgrove. Gem, Birmingham 

Lock, Benjamin, Gloucester rd, Kensington, Bootmaker. Jane 18 at 
12 atthe Covent garden Hotel, Henrietta st, Covent garden. Button 
and Co, Henrietta st 

Macgregor, Donald, Newington butts, Linen Draper. Juns 17 at 3 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Cheapside. Whitwell, King st, Cheapside 

Marsden, Robert, Ashton-le-Willows, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. 
ane 25 at 11 at offices of Wall, Clarence chambers, Wallgate, 

igan 

Mason, Elijah, Bedford, Greengrocer. June 21 at 11 at offices of 
Jessop, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Mason, William Charles, Colchester, Carter. June 19 at 3 at offices of 
Jones, Townhall chambers, Colchester 

Masters, Philip Daniel Francis, Axminster, Devon, Jeweller. June 
25 at 8 at offices of Forward, Axminster. Hirtzel, Exeter 

Matthews, William Henry, Sale, Cheshire, Stationer. Jane 21 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Peacock and Gracie, 
Manchester 

Middleton, Thomas, jun, West green, Tottenham, Inspector of Trams. 
June 14 at 3 at offices of Woolf and Crump, Queen st, Cannon st 

Midgley, Samuel, Southgate, York, Grocer. June 18 at 2 at offices of 
Eldridge and Stephenson, Cogan chambers, Bowlalley lane, 
Kingston-upon-Hull 

Milson, George, Grasby, Lincoln, Butcher. June 19 at 12 at offices of 
Haddelsey and Haddelsey, Caistor 

Morley, Walter, St Werbargh, Derby, Joiner. July 2 at 11 at offices 
of Cooke and Cooper, Fall st, Derby 

Morton, John, Handsworth, Stafford, out of business. June 18 a6 
10.15 at offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Moss, George William, Derby, Grocer. June 25 at 3 at offices of Hextall, 

8 


Fall st, 
unday, Frederick Fitzroy, Liverpool, out of business. June 21 at2 
at the Black Lion Hotel, Stockton-on-Tees. Lumb, Liverpool 
Newbery, John, Taunton, 
Kite, East st, Taunton 
Newham, Charles, Old Basford, Nottingham, Builder. June 28 at 3 at 
offices of Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Nicholl, William, Redruth, Cornwall, . June 20 at 11 at the 
Buller’s Arms Hotel, Redruth. Holloway, Redruth 
Tighe, John James, Gravesend. June 22 at 3 at offices of Banks 
oleman st 








Greengrocer. Jure 20 at 11 at offices of 
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Norris. David, St John’s, Worcester, Draper. June 24 at 12 at offices 


of Goldingham, Foregate st, Worcester 
Osborn, William Baggaly, Birmingham, Hardware Merchant. June 
21 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Williams 
Panther, James, Seymour place, lebone rd, Bootmaker. Jane 20 
at 3 at offices of Bolton and Mote, Gray’s inn sq 
Parker, Edward, Winterbourne Down, nr Bristol, Grocer. June 20 at 
12 at offices of Young and White, Clare st, Bristol. Stanley and 
Wasbrough, Bristol 
Parker, John, Knighton, Radnor, General Dealer. June 21 at 12 at 
offices of Green and Peters, Knighton 
Pearson, George, and Pearson, Middlesborough, Builders. 
June 15 at 11 at the Queen’s Hotel, Leeds. Robson, Middlesborough 
Penney, Charles Gregory, High Holborn, General Merchant, June 27 
at 2 at offices of Hands, Queen Victoria st 
Pilkington, William, jun, Hindley, Lancashire, Joiner. June 29 at 
11 at offices of Lees, King st, Wigan 
Plaskett, William, Mile End rd, Jeweller. June 20 at 12 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Dunn, 
Guildhall chambers 
Popple, Charles, Redcar, York, out of business, June 20 at 10.30 
at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Prince, Edward, Southsea, Watchmaker. June 20 at 2 at 145, Cheap- 
side. King, Portsea 
Probert, David Lloyd, Aberdare, Grocer. June 21 at 1.30 at 39, 
Broad st, Bristol. Gery, A re 5 
Reeder, Richard William, Essex st, Mile End, Wheelwright. June 15 
at 12 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 
Reeve, William, Holloway rd, General Draper. June 24 at3 at Ill, 
Cheapside. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane 
Riches, William, Abbey st, Bethnal Green, Trimming Manufacturer. 
June 15 at 10.15 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 
Riley, Alfred, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Jane 20 at 2 at offices 
of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 
Russeli, Ombler, Hornsea, York, Grocer, Jane 18 at 12 at offices of 
Eldridge and Stephenson, Cogan chambers, Bowlalley lane, King- 
ston-upon-Hall 
Sandys, William Congreve, Portsmouth, Surgeon in the Royal Navy. 
June 22 at 1 at offices of Ford, Queen st, Portsea 
Seddon, Charles Alfred, Preston, Commercial Traveller. June 19 at 3 
at offices of Thompson, Lune st, Preston 
Shaw, Limerick, Lower Kennin lane, Horse Collar Maker. June 
17 at 4.30 at cffices of Clayton and Co, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate 
st. Betts, Henrietta st, Covent Garden 
Simpson, Philip Blythe, Brigg, Lincoln, Commission Agent, Jane 24 
at 2 at offices of Robbs, Wrawby st, Brigg 
Smethurst, Thomas, Oldham, Tin Plate Worker. Juno 21 at 3 at 
offices of Connor, Princess st, Manchester 
Smith, Catharine, Rochester, Kent, Ship Chandler. June 25 at 2 at 
offices of Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster place, Strand. Basset, 
Eastgate, Rochester 
Smith, Charles William, William Walker Craven, and Charles 
Worsnop, Keighley, York, Manufacturers. Jane 17 at 11 at offices 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Smith, Edward, Ballence rd, Homerton, Carpenter. June 24 at 2 at 
Offices of Stacpoole, Pinners’ Hall. Old Broad st 
Smith, Edward Jobn, Axminster, Devon, Commercial! Traveller. June 
15 at | at the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Jeffery 
Smith, Thomas Metcalfe, South Stockton, Baker. June 13 at 10 at 
offices of Thompson, Market Cross chambers, Stockton-on-Tees. 
Best, Stockton-on-Tees 
Starling, Edmund, Jewin st, Mantle Manufacturer. Jane 19 at 12 at 
offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Steel, George, jun, Gray’s inn rd, Farrier. June 17 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 
Stohmann, Jean Marie Heinrich, Ernest Kraushaar, and Adolf Stoh- 
mann, Mincing Jane, Merchants. June 19 at 1 at offices of Crump 
and Son, Philpot lane 
Stokoe, John, South Shields, Brassfounder. June 21 at 3 at offices of 
Scott, King st, South Shields 
Stonier, William, Milton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. June 18 at 11 
at offices of Heaton, Brickhouse st, Burslem 
Sutton, Daniel Stephen, Burslem, Solicitor. June 20 at 11 at offices 
of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Sykes, George, Batley, York, Barman, June 20at3 at offices of Wooler 
Exchange buildinge, Batley 
Thompson, Edward, Goswell rd, Clothier. June18 at 12 at 19, Gresham 
st. Micklem, jan 
Thompson, Frederick, Derby, Silk Broker. Juue 19 at $ at offices of 
Close, Corn Market, Derby 
Thornton, Lionel Reginald, Gloucester, Schoolmaster. June 18 at 2.30 
at offices of Jones, Queen st, Gloncester 
Tipper, Edward, Hanley, Beerseller, June 21 at 12 at offices of Pad- 
dock and Sons, Old Hall st, Hanley 
Tofre, Martinius Andrees, Billiter sq, Insurance Broker. June 28 at 3 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Neal, Lime at 
Tooth, James Thomas, Regina rd, Islington, Meat Salesman. June 19 
at 3 at offices of Popham, Vincent terrace, Islington 
Tucker, John, York, Commercial Traveller. June 20 at 11 at offices of 
Dale, Museum st, York 
Vince, William, Newmarket, Cambridge, Draper. Juno 18 at 2 at the 
Dement Samp Hotel, Newmarket. Salmon and Son, Bury St Ed- 
muncs 
Wadsworth, Fred, and Charles Wadsworth, Keighley, York, Brush 
Manufacturers, June 19 at 11 at offices of Wright and Waterworth, 
Devonshire terrace, Keighley 
Walby, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tobacconist. June 18 at 2 at 
iow of Shipley and Hoyle, Collingwood street, Newcastle-upon- 
yne 
Walters, Thomas, Newport, Mon, Coal Merchant. June 26 at 12 at 
offices of Vaughan, Dock st, Newport 
Whale, John Peacock, South Shields, Licensed Victualler, June 18 at 
3 at offices of Rennoldson, King st, South Shields 
te, George, Batley, Cabinet Maker. June 21 at 4 atthe Commer- 
wil Hotel, — Aa “i. Wooler, Bat 
te, George, Reading, Carman. June 19 at 11 at offices of Dodd 
Friar st, Reading . r 








Whittington, Ben, West Dean, Gloucester, Grocer. June 26 at 2 at the. 
Beaufort Arms Hotel, Chepstow. Hullett, C 

Williams, Henry, Shrewsbury, Printer. June 20 at 11 at offices of 
Morris, Swan Hill, Shrewsbury. 

Williams, Owen Pierce, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Bookseller. June 24 
at 1 at the Commercial Hotel, Portmadoc, Breese and (o, Port. 


madoc 
Williams, Samuel, Chester, Innkeeper. June 24 at 11 at offices 
Duncan and Pritchard, Bridge st, Chnster of 
Wilson, Frances, Leeds, Grocer. June 20 at 11 at offices of Hewson, 
East parade, Leeds 
George, Birmingham, Metal Worker, June 18 at 11 at offices 
of Mathews and Smith, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Winfield, Jesse Cornelius, Woodcote End, Epsom, Gent. June 24} at g 
at 10, Great Swan Alley, Moorgate st 
TuEspDayY, June ll, 1878, 
Allen, Jobn, Truro, Grocer. Juue 21 at 11 at offices of Dobell, jun, 
Quay st, Truro ? 
Almond, Robert Robson, Durham, Plumber. June 20 at 3 at Carr’s, 
Half Moon Hotel, Durham. Bignall, Durham 
Bailey, James, Alsager’s Bank, nr Newcastle-under-Lyme, Hap 
Dealer. June 21 at 11 at offices of Pointon, Market st, Kidsgroye, 


Stafford 

Baines, Thomas Wilcockson, and Andrew Graham Tait, Cannon és, 

nts. June 27 at 3 at the Cannon st Hotel. Kynaston and 

Gasquet, Queen st, Cheapside 

Barber, John Tilley, Yeovil, Glove Manufacturer. June 22 at 11 at 
offices of Watts, Yeovil 

Barry, Emma Frances, Darlington, Grocer. June 21 at 3 at offices of 
Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 

Barter, Edwin, Brixham, Devon, Shipbuilder. Jane 22 at 1 at the 
Bude Haven Hotel, Exeter. Francis and Baker, Newton Abbot 

Bartlam, Henry, Stretford, Lancashire, Warehouseman. June 22 at 
11 at offices of Griffin Brothers, High st, Manchester. Horner, Man- 
chester 


Bartlett, Alkin, Kineton, Warwick, Farrier. June 20 at 11 at offices 
of Kilby and Mace, High st, Banbury 

Benny, Urban, Truro, Carpenter. June 24 at 11 at offices of Dobell, 
jun, Quay st, Truro 

Blackburn, Jane, Preston, Butcher, June 26 at 11 at offices of Plant 
and Abbott, Cannon st, Preston 

Blake, William, Heavitree, Devon, Builder. June 24 at 3 at the Castle 
Hotel, Castle st, Exeter, Friend, Exeter 

Blease, Henry, Frederick-Blease, and Charles Blease, Nether Alderley, 
Cheshire, Millers, June 25 at 10 at the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Cooke, 
Middlewich 

Box, James, Great Portland st, Portland place, Tailor. Jane 28 at 3at 
offices of Nicoll and Sharp, Great Portland st 

Booth, George Paul Read, Windsor, Baker. June 27 at 3 at offices of 
Phillips and Co, Sheet st, Windsor 

Briscoe, William, Whitchurch, Salop, Plumber. June 26 at 2 at the 
Fox and Goose Hotel, Whitchurch. Etches, Whitchurch 

Brown, Joseph Maynard, Maidstone, Veterinary Surgeon, Jane 25 at 
2 at offices of Norton and Son, Earl st, Maidstone 

Bruce, Benjamin John Elder, Kingston-upon-Hull, Surveyor. Jans 
20 at 3 at offices of Gething, Whitefriargate, Hull 

Bullock, William, Wetley Rocks, Stafford, Cattle Dealer. June 28 at 
11 at offices of Young, High st, Longton 

Burrows, George, Gloucester, Builder. June 24 at3 at the Bell Hotel, 
Gloucester. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 

Bushell, William, William Saunders Bushell, and Frederick George 
Bushell, Margate, Builders. July 1 at 12 at the Freemasons’ Tavern, 
Great Queen st. Kelcey, Margate 

Butterfield, Elijah Tatham, Shipley, York, Stone Merchant. June 4% 
at 11 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Cobden, Henry, Stoke-upon-Trent, Panter. June 21 at 11 at the 
Copeland Arms Hotel, Steke-upon-T'rent. Bagnall, Stoke-upon- 
Trent 

Coker, William James Dear, Upper Thames st, Carman, June 24 at2 
at offices of Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad st 

Cowell, Ralph Ayre, North Shields, Boot Maker. June 24 at 3 at offices 
of Adamson, Howard st, North shields 

Cox, Charles, Woolwich, Pork Butcher. June 24 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 

Crosbie, John, Stafford, Tailor, June 20 at ll at the North Western 
Hotel, Railway Station, Stafford. Hand and Co 

Crowe, Henry, Howden, York, Brewer. June 28 at 3 at the Half 
Moon Hotel, Howden. England and Son, Goole 

Davies, John, Liangollen, Denbigh, Ironmonger. June 25 at lat 

ces of Foster, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Davis, David, Nottingham, Grocer. June 27 at 11 at offices of Black, 
Low pavement, Nettingham 

Davis, William Edward, Old st, St Luke’s, Cork Manufuoturer. June 
20 at 2 at 19, Worship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Dean, John, Manchester, Publican. June 21 at 3 at offices of Evans, 
Albert sq, Manchester 

Dobson, William Terry, Warwick, Innkeeper. June 26 at 11 at offices 
of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Douglas, John, Nottingham, Straw Dealer. July 5 at 3 at offices of 
Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Drinkwater, Thomas, Liverpool, Greengrocer. June 27 at 3 at offices 
of Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 

Dugdale, Richard, Sharples, Lancashire, Farmer. June 25 at 10 at 
offices ot Fielding, Bowker’s row, Bolton 

Earl, James, Cardiff, Builder. June 27 at 3 at offices of Jones, St 
Mary st, Cardiff 

Easter, Charles William, Eastbourne, Tailor, June 22 at 12 at offices 
of Dearle, Terminus rd, Eastbourne 

Evans, Edward, Pontypridd, Ironmonger, June 21 at 12 at the Royal 
Hotel, Cardiff. Morgan 

Felton, Alfred, Burslem, Potter’s Mariagor. June 20 at 11 at offices of 
of Tomkinson and Furnival, Hanover st, Burslem 

Findlay, Alexander, Jarrow, Durham, Draper. June 21 at 2 at offices 

allace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
ifred, ge Plumber. June 26 at 3 at offices of 

Dale st, Liverpool, tlett, Liverpool { 

Foster, John, set, Hastings, Fruiterer. June 20 at 11 at offices 0 
Savery, Trinity st, Hastings 
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George, Dore, Derby, Night Watchman. June 24 at 12 at offices 
{Wilson and Clayton, Surrey st, Sheffield 
gale, Mark Silcock, New st, Covent garden, Provision Merchant. 
Jane 24 at 2 at 4, Arthur st east, London bridge. Carter and Bell, 


, Samuel, Redcar, York, Innkeeper. June 21 at 11 at the 
oo Hotel, Market place, Darlington. Wooler, Darlington 
gardner, Charles William, Gloucester, Tailor. June 21 at 3 at offices 
of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
, Richard Kiddle, Hinton rd, Brixton, Mercantile Clerk. June 
9) at 2 at offices of Bastard, Brabant court, Philpot lane 
William Dight, Exeter, Glover. June 26 at 12 at offices of Fewings, 
st, Exeter, Luke 
, Joseph Herbert, Birmingham, Cab Driver. 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st. Birmingham 
Alfred, Oldbury, Chemist. June 25 at 1) at offices of Shakes- 
peare, Church st, Oldbury 


John, Aston Park, nr Birmingham, Builder. June 26 at 12 at 
7: of Canning and Canning, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
, Alfred Wilson, Stockton-on-Tees, Carver. June 25 at 3 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 
Guthrie, John, Clifton, Bristol, Painter. June 26 at 2 at offices of 
Phillips, Corn st. on, Bristol 
Bairsine, Gylby, York, Candle Manufacturer. 
of Mann and Son, New st, York 
Joseph, Fenton, Stafford, Blacksmith. June 21 at 11 at officesof 
Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 
Hamoton, Isaac, Kidderminster, Carpet Manufacturer. June 21 at 2 
atthe Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. Day and Co 
Hankey, Henry Alers, Queen Anne’s Mansions, Westminster. June 26 
at 2. at offices of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st 
farding, Richard Gibson and John Melbourne, Wilderspool, Cheshire, 
Millwrights. June 25 at 3 at offices of Davies and Co, Market place, 


age 

Harford, George, Droitwich, Worcester, Bootmaker, June 20 at 3 at 
offices of Simmons, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Harris, George Manly, Kingsthorpe, Northampton, Farmer. June 20 
at 3 at offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 

Harrison, Jchn, Kingston-upon-Hull, Riverman. June 21 at 2 at offices 
of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon-Hull ‘ 

Hirst, John, Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturer. June 26 at 1! at 
the White Swan Hotel, Princess st, Halifax. Longbottom, Halifax 

Hopkin, Curtis, and Elizabeth Brotherton, Nottingham, Manufacturers 
of Hosiery. June 28 at 3 at Towle and Co, Low pavement, Notting- 
ham 


Gay, 
Juue 24 at 3 at 


June 24 at 12 at offices 


Hutton, Robert Howard, Gloucester place, Portman sq, Bone Setter. 
Jane 27 at 2 at offices of Tilley and Soames, Finsbury place, South 
Hyatt, George, jun, the Grove, Hackney, Tassel Manufacturer. June 
Wat 11 at offices of Podzus, Warwick court, Holborn. Yarde and 
Ioader, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 
Jaman, Amos, Northampton, Beer Retailer. 
of Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 
Jennings, Micbael John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Boot Maker: June 24 
at 2at offices of Thompson and Simm, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
Johns, o_o Tresilian, Cornwall, Miller, June v6 at 3 at offices of 


June 21 at 1) at offices 


5 0 
Jones, William, Newport, Monmouth, Tinplate Worker. Jane 22 at 
10 at offices of David, Tredegar chambers, Newport 
Kennerley, James, Lostock, Gralam, Cheshire, Contractor. June 24 at 
Sat offices of Vaughan-Jones, Bridge st, Manchester 
Ker, James Campell, George awe Lombard st, Commission Merchant. 
June 27 at 2 at offices of Arkcoll and Oo, Tooley st, Southwark 
ck, Alfred, Derby, Hatter. June 22 at 11 at offices of Leech, St 
fames’s chambers 
iirkham, John, Preston, Builder, 
and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 
m, Charles, Oroydon, Watchmaker. June 25 at 1 at Mullen’s 
Hotel, Ironmonger lane. Pullen, Basinghall st 
levey, Augustus Samuel, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. July 3 at 
2at offices ot Harmood and Co, North John st, Liverpool. Whitley 
and Maddock, Liverpool 
lindley, Henry, Birmingham, Coachbuilder. June 24 at 12 at offices 
of beg Bennett’s hili, Birmingham 
Lister, William, sen, William Lister, jun, David Lister, and Edward 
Lister, Pallion, Sunderland, Millowners, June 25 at 10.30 at offices 
of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
Ioughton, George, Sunderland, Builder. July 1 at12 at officesof 
Steel, Bank buildings, Sunderland 


June 24 at 3 at offices of Forshaw 


Major, William, Sheffield, Grocer, June 24 at 12 at offices of Auty and, 


Son, Queen st, Sheffield 

Marshail, John, Derby, Hosier. June 29 at 11 at offizes of Leech, St 
James’s st, Derby 

Mason, George William, Bedminster, Bristol, out of business. June 18 
atllatthe Artichoke Hotel, St Augustine’s Back, Bristol, Price, 


Meldram, Henry, Ripon, York, Plumber. June 27 at 3 at offices of 
James, Lendal 
Melhuish, Charles, Widnes, Lancashire, Baker. June 25 at 3 at offices 
of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Beasley 
Samuel, Little Leighs, Essex, Farmer. June 25 at 12 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Great Dunmow. Holmes 
Hanley, Publisher. June 18 at 11 at offices of Ashmall, 
Cheapside, Hanley 
Newton, Henry, Bristol, Currier. June 19 at 2 at offices of Sibly, Ex. 
ge west, Bristol 
Norton, Edward, Northampton, Printer, June 20 at 11 at offices of 
Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Orvell, John, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Licensed Victualler. June 22 at 
ba the Horn Inn, Braintree. Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford 


Paine, Alfred, Essex rd, Islington, Butcher. June 27 at 12 at the 
= Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Lewis, Den- 


Part, Saniuel, Wigan, Leather Carrier. June 25 at 3 at offices of Wall, 


te, Wigan 
Payne, Thomas, and John Hodgkins, Tunstall, Brassfounders, June 
a 


41 at 11.30 at offices of Hollinshead, Tu 





Peaker, George, Holbeck, Leeds, Painter. June 21 at 3 at offices of 
Hardwick, Infirmary st, Leeds 

Petherick, Henry, Stratton, Cornwall, General Merchant. June 24 at 
11 at offiees of Bray and Peter, Holsworth. Thorne, Barnstaple 

Porter, Benjamin, and John Smith, Tipton, Royalty Masters. June 26 
at3 at offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Price, Richard, Alsager, Cheshire, Ironmonger. June 22 at 11 a¢ 
offices of Ashmall, Cheapside, Hanley 

Proffitt, James, Aston Manor, nr Birmingham, Grocer. July 2 at 12 at 
offices of King, Temple st, Birmingham 

Richardson, William, Boston, Lincola, Tailor. June 21 at 11 at offices 
© Geers Eastgate, Louth : 

Ridley, James, Merryshields, Stocksfield-on-Tyne, Farmer. June 26 at 
11 at offices of Mather and Co, Bank chambers, Mosley st, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 

Robertson, David, Halifax, Grocer. June 21 at3 at the White Lion 
Hotel, Silver st, Halifax. Robson and Suter, Halifax 

Rushton, Thomas, jun, and Arthur Rushton, Birmingham, Brass- 
founders. June 20 at 10.15 at offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Senfor, John, Yeovil. Glove Manufacturer. June 27 at 1! at offices of 
Bollen, South st, Yeovil 

Sleigh, William, jun, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Wheelwright. Jane 

"25 at 11 at offices of Johnson, Park st, Stockport 

Smith, John, Broadmead, Bristol, Licensed Victual'er. June 22 at 12 
at offices of Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristo! 

Smith, Thomas, Dewsbury, Slater. June 25 at 10.30 at offices of Ridg- 
way and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 

Stanmore, Henry, Bristol, Haulier. Juno 25 at 2 at offices of Salmon 
and Henderson, Broad st, Bristol 

Stel!, Mitchell, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. 
Rawson and (Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Swales, George, Ripon, York, Butcher. June 20 at 4 at offices of Bate- 
son and Hutchinson, Ripon 

Talboys, Thomas A! der, South ton, Refreshment Stall Keeper. 
June 25 at 3 at offices of Watts, High st, Southampton 

Thomas, Robert Richard, Nantlle Vale, Carnarvon, Blacksmith. 
24 at 2 at the Nantlle Vale, Talysarn. Breese and Co, Pwliheli 

Tingle, William Henry, Sheffield, Oil Merch:nt. June 26 at 12 at the 
rooms of the Incorporated Law Society, Aldine court, High st, Shef- 
field. Esam, Sheffield 

Tomlinson, Joseph Massam, York, Hessle rd, Builder. June 21 at 12 
at offices of Hearfield, Kingston-upon- ul! 

Tyler, Thomas, Birmingham, Bookssiler. June 24 at 3at offices of 
Jacques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Vinson, William, Bideford, Devon, Draper. 
Peard, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Walpole, Thomas, Grantham, Lincoln, Painter. June 28 at 12 at offices 
of Malim, Grantham 

Ward, Giles, Dronfield, Derby, Grocer. June 26 at 1 at offices of 
Wightman, Change alley, Sheffield 

Watson, Jacob Ralph, Richmond, York, Trainer of Rave Horses. 
— at 11 at the King’s Head Hotel, Richmoad. Tomlin, Rich- 
mon 

Webster, John William, Burley, Leeds, Baker. June 22 at 11.30 at 
offices of Hanson, Corn Exchange, Leeds 

Whitaker, Alfred Benjamin, Bristol, Music Seller. June 28 at 12 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. Brown, Bristo! 

White, William, Guisborough, York. June 17 at 3.30 at the Zetland 
Hotel, Saltburn-by-the-Sea. Staniland, Guisborough 

Whitmore. Thomas Johnson, Ramssy, Essex, Cattle Dealer. Jane 25 
at 3 at the Great Eastern Hotel, Harwich. Goody, Colchester 

Wilkins, William, Banwel!, Somerset, Baker. June 22 at 1! at offices: 
of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Fry and Co, Bristol 

Wiliiams, Thomas, Llandaff, Glamorgan. Grocer. June 17 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan and Scott, Hich st, Cardiff 

Wood, George Alfred, Elmley Lovett, Worcester, out of business. 
Jane 25 at 11 at offices of Tree and Son, Worcester 

Woolliscroft, George, Chase Town, nr hn sal!, Painter. 
at offices of Barnes and Russell, St JoWalst, Lichfield 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Qaality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CH&APER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Yeas Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


June 24 at 4 at offices of: 





Jane 


June 27 at 3 at offices of 


June 28 at 12 











PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systera of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London mode 

EETH ATMOSPH . 
ARTIFICIAL T p poe on PRESSURE 
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EDE AND 30N 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To He Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, &¢. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRAOTS 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO, Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hoorsr & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hill. 


READY ON JULY 31, 1878, 
The Sixth Edition of the 
UIDE to the PREPARATION of BILLS of 
COSTS in all the DIVISIONS of the HIGH COURT of JUSTICE 
and in LUNACY. Edited by T. W. PRIDMORE, one of the principal 
Clerks in the Taxing Masters’ Office of the Court of Chancery. 
Price Ten Shillings and Sixpence. 
Warertow & Sons (Limrrep), London-wa!l, Great Winchester-street, 
and Parliament-street, London. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F, 8. CLAYTON, } 
C, H. CLAYTON, 











Joint 
Secretarie s. 


PERPETUITY 
TO THE PUBLIC. 
NOTICE. 
The Commissioners OF CouRcH TEMPORALITIES IN IRELAND are pry, 
pared to Sell by Private Contract the unsold Perpetuity Rents 
ing to the Dioceses of Dublin, Kildare, Armagh, Clogher, and Meath, 
Detailed Rentals, with particulars, have been prepared, and can be 
had at the Office of the Commissioners, 
By Order of the Commissioners. 
DENIS GODLEY, Sec retary, 
24, Upper Merrion-street, Dublin, 7th June, 1878. 


RENTS 


GALE OF 





ry 


LONDON GAZE(TE (published by authority) and LONDON ang 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 
H ENRY. GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs ty 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the ady, 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special) 
sertion of all pro forma noticés, &c., and hereby solicits their contingg 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advergtisy 
ment and file of “ Loadon Gazstte”’ kept, By appointment, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every reqnisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest otis 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily pata 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. (om 
panie3; Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 





MNHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Depostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

Brits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AnD Puncuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
— India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM,TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for twostamps,—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previons tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


EORGE PRICKETT, deceased.—Pursuant to an 
Act of Parliament made and passed in the 22nd and 23rd years 
of the reign of her present Majesty, intituled, “ An Act to further 
Amend the Law of Property and to relieve Trustees,’ notice is 
hereby given that all creditors and persons having any claims or de- 
manés upon or against the estate of George Prickett, late of No. 62, 
Chancery-lane, in the County of Middlesex, and of Maple House, 
Finchley, in the same Ccunty, Auctioneer and Surveyor (who died on 
the 8th day of November, 1877, and whose will was proved by Walter 
Bellson Prickett and Edmund Orton Baker, two of the executors 
therein named,on the 5th day of December, 1877, in the Principal 
Regis“ ry cf the Probate Divisicn of the High Court of Justice), are 
hereby required to cend in the particulars of their claims and demands 
to the said Walter Bellson Prickett, of No. 62, Chancery-Jane, afore- 
said, Auctioneer and Surveyor, on or before the 19th day of July next, 
And notice is hereby, also, £ en that efter thatday the said executors 
will proceed to distribute the assets of the deceased among the parties 
entitled thereto, having regard only to the claims of which the said 
executors eball then have notice, and that they will not be liable for 
the aseets or any part thereof so distributed to any person of whose 
éebt cr claim they shall not then have had notice; and all persons 
ones "7 money tothe arvensis George Prickett are requested 
© pey the same on or before said 19th day of July nex he 
said Walter Bellon Prickett. Fi eee 
Dated this Sth of June, 1878, PICKETT & MYTTON, 3 
King’s-bench-walk, Temple, Solicitors to the said Executors, he 








s, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Flat 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C, 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 


Drart Paper, 5s,, 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s, 9d. per ream. 

Brier Paper, 15s. 6d., 17s, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foouscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Laip Norse, 38., 4%, and 5s. per ream. 

Lar@e Cakam-Laip Nore, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lara@e Buve Nort, 3s, 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, CREAM OR BuvE, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d, per 1000, 

Tue “ Temple’? ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 64, per 1000, 

Footscap Orrictat Envetores, ls. 94. per 100, 

Partripee & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Cxivus-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe thst 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

InpENTURE Skins, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s. 5d, each, 288, pe 
doz., 1368, per roll. 

Srconps on FoLtowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, pt 





roll. 
Reconps on Memontats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books: 


An immensé stock in various bin dings. 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOOK FOR SOUPS, MADE 
DISHES, AND SAUCES, 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


CAUTION.—Genuine only with the fac-simile of Baron 
Liebig’s Signature in Blue Ink across Label, 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 


The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have approved of this pure 
solution as the best remedy for 


ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE, GOUT 
and INDIGESTION, 


And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladies, 
hildren, and Infants. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 
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